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Current Topics 


The New Rules of Court. 

RerEkRING to our inquiry, a fortnight ago (anie, p. 507), as to 
what had become of the new Rules of Court, we are glad to say 
that the rules have now been signed and issued, without the wlira 
vires regulation to which we have repeatedly called attention. 
They reach us on the point of going to press, but we are able to 
place them before our readers. 


Chamber Business in the King’s Bench Division. 

Tae PRoposep abolition of the existing system by which a 
judge of the King’s Bench Division sits in chambers to dispose of 
chamber business, and the substitution therefor of a system by 
which business will be disposed of by judges sitting in different 
courts at the rising of their respective courts, has, we understand, 
been considered by the Council of the Law Society. We are 
informed that the Council have communicated with the Lord Chief 
Justice, and all the judges of the King’s Division, to the effect 
that the Council have had before them a resolution adopted by a 
meeting of the members of the common law bar on the 19th of 
May to the effect that the proposal will be injurious to suitors 
and unworkable by the profession. It appears that the Council 
resolved to concur in the views recorded in the bar resolution, and 
to express their belief that the proposed change will cause peculiar 
inconvenience and possible hardship to solicitors, who are under 
the duty of recording by post each evening the results of applica- 
tions in chambers affecting couatry clieats. The Council expressed 
the hope that the proposed change might be reconsidered in its 
entirety, and further that, if the highly important business now 
conducted by the chamber judge must be added to the duties of 
the judges sitting in court, arrangements might be made by which 
such business might be taken before, instead of after, the ordinary 
day’s work of the judges. 


The Workmen’s Compensation Act. 


AN INTERESTING and important point under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act was decided recently by Judge Parry at the 
Manchester County Court. The applicant for compensation was 
a member of the great unemployed who had applied for relief to 
a mission. ‘This mission supplied deserving men, who were out of 
employment, with food and lodging, but required them to do a 
certain amount of work ina labour yard in return for the relief 
afforded. This work was really in the nature of a test; and 





THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


apparently the men received relief of much greater value than the 
32 











544 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


June 6, 1908. — 








labour they performed, the mission being supported by voluntary 
charitable contributions. Whilst employed in this yard, the 
applicant was injured by accident, and he thereupon claimed 
compensation under the Act fromthe mission. The judge decided 
that he was not entitled to succeed under the Act. Un- 
doubtedly the question is a difficult one, and we hope the 
decision will be taken to the Court of Appeal. It is not 
easy to say whether the man was working “under a 
contract of service with an employer” or not. Nor is it 
easy to say whether he was working for wages. What was given 
to him was really charitable relief, and, as the judge pointed out, 
the man was in much the same position as a person in a work- 
honse, who, while there, is obliged to do a certain amount of 
work. It will be an unfortunate thing for such charitable 
societies if the judge is decided to have been wrong. It does not 
appear from the newspaper report of the case that the point was 
taken, on behalf of the mission, that the applicant’s work was 
“of a casual nature.” It is submitted that his work (at all events 
from his point of view) was of that description, and that the 
mission might have successfully resisted the claim on this ground. 


The Public Trustee Barred. 

Ir 1s not perhaps surprising that Sir Howarp Vincent should 
have appointed the Public Trustee as his executor and trustee, 
seeing how large a part he played in bringing that functionary 
into existence. To be consistent, he could hardly have done 
otherwise. He no doubt regarded the Public Trustee with all the 
natural partiality of a fond parent for his own offspring, and we 
certainly should not condemn him for displaying a proper, and in 
his case a praiseworthy, parental affection. We do not, however, 
anticipate that his example will be generally, or even to any con- 
siderable extent, followed. The ordinary testator will naturally 
prefer to commit the posthumous management of his affairs to his 
own familiar friend or family solicitor rather than to a functionary 
of whom he has no personal knowledge, and who can know 
nothing of the testator’s wishes except what he gathers from the 
will itself. So far, therefore, from imitating Sir Howarp 
Vincent’s example, we think he is far more likely to follow the 
still more recent example of Mr. Simzon Berry, of Ashburton, 
Devon, whose net personalty was sworn at something like 
£100,000. By a codicil to his will, the testator directed that in 
the event of a vacancy occurring in the number of his trustees, 
the Public Trustee should not be appointed. It does not require 
the gift of prophecy to foresee that a clause barring the appoint- 
ment of the Public Trustee will soon find its way as common 
form into the precedents of wills. We presume that such a 
clause would in the great majority of cases be effective, for 
though section 5 (3) of the Act says the Public Trustee shall not 
be appointed if the will contains a direction to the contrary 
“unless the court otherwise order,”’ we can hardly imagine a case 
in which the court would otherwise order. 


A Defect in the Criminal Appeal Act. 

A DEFECT in the Criminal Appeal Act was revealed in a case 
recently tried at the Central Criminal Court. The prisoner was a 
boy of fifteen years of age, who was convicted under section 4 of 
the Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1885, of an offence upon a 
girl of under thirteen. It is provided by the last-mentioned Act 
that, in the case of such an offender, the court may, instead of 
sentencing him to a term of imprisonment, order him tp be 
whipped. Now, most persons will probably agree that in the 
case of a young boy guilty of such an offence whipping is 
certainly the most suitable punishment. It is to be noticed 
that if he is sentenced to be whipped, the punishment must be 
inflicted promptly, for there is no power to add any term of 
imprisonment to the punishment of whipping. The Criminal 
Appeal Act, however, provides that, in the case of a sentence of 
corporal punishment, the sentence shall not be executed until 
after the expiration of the time within which notice of appeal, or 
of an application for leave to appeal, may be given; and if such 
notice is given, the sentence must not be executed until after the 
appeal or application is disposed of. In the recent case the judge 
was anxious to have the boy whipped and not sent to prison ; but 
his intention was frustrated by the Act, for he could not order 
him to be whipped at once, nor could he secure his return to 
receive punishment if he let him go, and he had no power to 





detain him in prison until the ten days allowed for appeal had 
elapsed. Therefore, it being a bad case, and one in which it was 
necessary to inflict serious punishment, the judge was compelled, 
against his better judgment, to send the boy to prison. The Act 
clearly requires some amendment in this respect. In cases of 
this sort the court should have power to detain the prisoner until 
the punishment can be carried out with due regard to his 
rights of appeal. 


Prolongation of Copyright in Literary Property. 


THose wHo are interested in the law of copyright are aware 
that a Committee of the House of Lords has considered proposals, 
and heard evidence, concerning various Bills for the amendment 
of the law, and that the general tendency of all the proposals is 
to increase the protection given to authors and artists by 
lengthening the term of protection to thirty years after the 
death of the author, and by increasing the efficacy of the 
remedies for infringement. More than a hundred and thirty 
years have passed since the House of Lords, in Donaldson v. 
Beckett (2 Bro. P. C. 129), decided that the authors of books 
or literary compositions had by the common law no copyright in 
their own works, Lord CampeEN insisting that science and learnirg 
were in their nature publici juris, and ought to be as free and general 
as air or water. Many persons may be disposed to reject this con- 
clusion and to agree with Tuomas Hoop in his protest agaiast 
an unnatural law which requires an author to write for every- 
body’s posterity except his own. And we read that in France a 
petition has been addressed to the Minister of Public Instruction, 
signed by more than two hundred persons, including the repre- 
sentatives of Victor Huco, ALEXANDRE Dumas, and other 
deceased authors, asking whether there is any reason why 
intellectual labour should be worse off than manual labour ; 
why intellectual work has less protection than a factory, house, 
or field? And whether the legislators of France are warranted 
in making literary property an exception to the general rule that 
property is perpetual, hereditary, and transmissible. The argu- 
ments against the prolongation of literary copyright must sooner 
or later be reconsidered, and it must be remembered that some of 
the most learned of English judges, including Lord MansFiecp, 
were of opinion that, upon every principle of reason, natural 
justice, morality, and common law, the right of an author to the 
copyright in his works was well founded. 


Action by Wife Against her Husband for False 
Imprisonment and Malicious Prosecution. 


THE JuDGMENT of Sutton, J., in Tinckley v. Tinckley, holding 
that a wife is not entitled to recover damages against her husband 
for false imprisonment and malicious prosecution, will be generally 
accepted as the natural construction of the Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1882. The plaintiff's case, as opened by her 
counsel, appeared to involve much hardship. It was alleged that 
before the commencement of the action divorce proceedings were 
pending between the plaintiff and the defendant, her husband, in 
which a decree nisi in her favour had been granted by the court. 
She thereupon warehoused the furniture in the house which they 
had occupied and went into service as a housemaid. Subsequently, 
while negotiations were proceeding with regard to the payment 
of alimony, the defendant gave his wife into custody on the charge 
of stealing his furniture. She was detained for part of a day and 
a night by the police, and then brought before a magistrate and 
discharged. Owing to her arrest, she lost her situation, and damages 
for this loss were claimed in the action. At the trial a verdict was 
given in her favour for £60 and £12 out-of-pocket expenses. The 
case came before the judge for further consideration, when the 
plaintiff's counsel referred to section 12 of the Act, “ Every 
married woman shall have in her own name, against all persons 
whomsoever, including her husband, the same civil remedies and also 
. . . the same remedies and redress by way of criminal proceedings 
for the protection and security of her own separate property, as if 
such property belonged to heras a feme sole; but, except as aforesaid, 
no wife shall be entitled to sue her husband for a tort.” The 
argument of counsel was that the employment of the wife must be 
taken to be part of her separate estate, and that if this estate 
was imperilled by the action of her husband, he was liable for 
the consequences. The learned judge had no difficulty in giving 
judgment for the defendant, on the ground that the action before 
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him could not be taken to be an action for the protection of the 
wife’s separate estate. The hardship of this decision is perhaps 
mitigated by the fact that the judge of the Divorce Court, in 
awarding alimony to the wife, might possibly take into account 
the conduct of her husband since the granting of the decree. 


‘*A Year and a Day.’’ 


THE STATEMENT in Hawkins’ Pleas of the Crown “ that no 
person shall be adjudged by any act whatever to kill another who 
doth not die thereof within a year and a day after,” and the fact 
that the period of a year and a day is referred to in early statutes 
dealing with the prerogative right to wreck, under which the 
owners of shipwrecked goods were allowed to reclaim them within 
a year and a day if they could identify them, has led to some 
speculation as to the meaning of the phrase “a year and a day,” 
and a good explanation is given in Erskine’s Institute of the 
Law of Scotland, book 1, title vi.,s. 42: “If a marriage shall 
subsist for a year and part only of the day next ensuing the year, 
all deeds granted in contemplation of the marriage subsist, 
which arises not so much from the favour of marriage, the ouly 
reason assigned in that decision, as from the legal meaning 
of the expression year and a day; for where any right is 
to be completed or act to be performed within a year, of 
which many instances are to be met with in our law, a 
day is generally adjected to the year im majorem evidentiam 
that it may appear with the greater certainty that the year 
itself is completed; and, therefore, the running of any part of 
the day next after the year hath tke same effect as if the whole 
day had elapsed.’”’ We may add that, under the Scottish law, if 
the wound be severe and keep in a regular progression from bad 
to worse, so that the patient continually languishes and is 
consumed by it as a disease, this in reason and in law is quite 
the same as if he died on the spot. Hume, in his Commentary 
on Crimes, observes that it may be argued that there ought to be 
some limitation in this matter, such as they are said to have 
in England to the space of a twelvemonth from the time of the 
wound. Because, where the illness is of very long duration, it 
is difficult to trace the influence of the original injury, and its 
connection with the fatal issue, in that clear and palpable manner 
which is to be wished on the investigation of a capital charge. 
But in Scotland (nor does this course seem ever to be attended 
with injustice) that circumstance has only been considered, as one 
among others, in the sum of evidence in the case. 


Right of Proprietor of Business to Open Letters 
Addressed to the Manager in his Private 
Narne. 

WEN Is a principal entitled to open letters addressed to the 
manager of his business at the office or warehouse in which the 
business is transacted? This question was raised quite recentiy 
in a case tried in the City of London Court before Judge LuMLEyY 
Smiru, K.C., anda jury. The plaintiff, the manager of a firm ot 
city merchants, brought an action against them to recover 
damages for their trespass in opening two letters addressed to 
him while he was in their service. The letters were addressed 
to the plaintiff “care of {the defendants], and were not 
marked private. They contained orders for goods. In one was 
a complaint with regard to goods which had been delivered, and 
the other asked for repayment of a loan which had been made to 
the plaintiff. It would be difficult in these circumstances to say 
that the defendant had no interest in the contents of these letters, 
but the plaintiff contended that the letters belonged to him, and 
that it was for him to hand them over or suppress them as he 
thought proper. ‘The judge, in the course of the trial, expressed 
his doubt as to whether the manager of a busines; had any 
property in letters addressed to him at the office in the course 
of the business, and suggested that they must be taken to he 
the property of the employer. ‘The manager could only be 
thought to claim a right over the letters when they were marked 
“ Private.” The question as to the property in the letters was 
ultimately treated as a question of fact, and having been left to 
the jury, they were unable to agree, and were discharged without 
giving a verdict. It is difficult to lay down any precise rule as to 
the property in letters addressed to the manager of a business at 
the place where it is carried on, and having no external indication 
that they relate to the business. Many employers are accustomed 





to forbid those whom they employ to receive their private corre- 
spondence at the business address, and in some cases there is an 
express agreement that all letters and correspondence of the 
employee, unless referring to private affairs, shall be deemed to 
be the property of the employer, and may be opened by him or by 
any person authorized by him. In all these cases the employee 
may be said to have given leave to his employer to open his 
letters, at any rate where there is nothing on the envelopes to 
show that they belong exclusively to the employee. It can 
hardly be supposed that letters addressed to the manager of a 
shipping firm or the principal clerk of a firm of stockbrokers are 
to remain unopened at the office on the occasion of his sudden 
and unexpected absence from business. The matter is one of the 
mutual convenience of master and servant, and can probably be 
adjusted without any rigid adherence to abstract rights of 


property. 
The Examinability of Colonial Statutes. 


THe cask of TrLowKxo, the Zulu of Natal, who is now imprisoned 
at St. Helena, continues to be somewhat unsatisfactory from the 
point of view of jurisprudence (see Soxscrrors’ Journal, 
July 27, 1907). Nearly twelve months ago TiLonxo petitioned 
for special leave to appeal from a judgment of the Supreme Court 
of Natal, on the ground, mainly, that the Indemnity Act, 1906, 
under which he was sentenced and punished, was constitutionally 
invalid and illegal. The report of the case occupied just over a 
single page of the Law Reports: see 7'ilonko v. Attorney-General 
of Natal (1907, A. C. 461). The petition for special leave to 
appeal was refused in these words: “The question raised is 
settled by an Act of Natal, and it is not within the power, or 
within the province, of this Board to discuss or consider the policy 
or expediency or wisdom of an Act; or to do anything beyond 
deciding whether the Act applies.” Trtonxo has now (7'imes, 
May 28) endeavoured to raise the question of the validity of the 
Natal Act in a civil action. ‘This action (in form one against 
the Natal authorities for recovery of damages) the Supreme Court 
of Natal has declined to allow, and TrtonKo has again petitioned 
for special leave to appeal from the decision of the Natal court, 
in order that the question of the validity of the Natal Act of 1906 
may be raised and decided by the Judicial Committee. The 
Board, however, has again dismissed the application as being 
practically the same as previous attempts to question the validity 
of the Act of 1906. The refusal to grant special leave to appeal 
hasnot, in either of the two applications, been definitely grounded 
upon the validity of the Natal Act—the question of this validity 
has not really been faced. In view of the unfortunate dictum in 
Webb v. Outrim, to the effect that a colonial statute, ‘‘ when it is 
assented to, becomes an Act of Parliament as much as any 
Imperial Act,” it does seem important that the refusal to allow 
the validity of the Indemnity Act, 1906, passed by the Natal 
Legislature, to be examined in the highest Appeal Court should 
not appear in the least to be based on the mere fact that the 
statute is a statute, and therefore immoveable (so to say) in a 
court of law. Already the dictum above referred to has met with 
adverse comment in colonial courts. 


Imprisonment for Debt. 

Tue Question of the continuance of the present system of 
imprisonment for debt is likely to become one of increasing 
importance, and those who view with dissatisfaction the number 
of cases in which imprisonment is resorted to will welcome the 
dictum attributed to Mr. Justice Joyce in a recent case that 
“imprisonment for debt is a relic of barbarism.”’ The recently 
issued Civil Judicial Statistics for 1906 shew that in that year the 
number of debtors imprisoned under county court process was 
12,014, and this forms a striking contrast to the popular belief 
that Dickens’ portrayal of the debasing effect of the system of 
imprisonment had led to its abolition. It is quite true that section 
4 of the Debtors Act, 1869, provides that “no person shall, 
after the commencement of this Act, be arrested or imprisoned 
for making default in payment of a sum of money,” but this is 
qualified by the words “subject to the exceptions hereinafter 
mentioned,’ and one of these exceptions has had the effect 
of raising cases of imprisonment for debt to the enormous 
total just mentioned. Default in payment of any judgment 





debt may be visited with imprisonment, provided the court 
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is satisfied that the debtor has, or has had since the date 
of the judgment, means to pay and has neglected to do so. 
Only those who are in immediate touch with the work of county 
courts, and are in a position to compare one county court with 
another, can say whether the evidence of means on which debtors 
are committed to prison is usually satisfactory, or whether the 
punishment in this way of neglect to pay is in fact beneficial to the 
debtor and to the community. The Select Committee now sitting 
may be expect to receive reliable information on this subject. 
Meanwhile it may be observed that the statistics shew a very wide 
divergence between county court districts, and, after allowing for the 
difference between agricultural and industrial districts, it seems 
extraordinary that Cornwall, for instance, should have only 10 
cases of imprisonment and the East Riding 1,002. These are the 
extreme figures. Moreover, it is probable that imprisonment 


it is contrary to public policy to allow money, in the case of life 
insurance, to be paid to the representatives of a person who has 
committed suicide. It has been decided in this country that 
where there is no express provision in the policy that in the event 
of the assured dying by his own hand the policy shall become 
void, that policy is not vacated by the circumstance of his having 
died by his own hand while in a state of temporary insanity. But 
we know of no case in which an action has been successfully 
defended on the ground that the assured was in a sane state of 
mind at the time when he committed suicide, and we cannot, as 
at present advised, think that there is anything irrational or 
unreasonable iu a provision by which a person is enabled to insure 


| against the consequences of insanity, even though they take the 


encourages forms of business which it would be desirable to 
abolish, and in any case the advantages of credit do not seem to | 


justify the enormous aggregate of imprisonment which it causes. 


The opponents of the system are probably quite entitled to the | 


benefit of Mr. Justice Joycer’s description of it. 


Form of Bankruptcy Notice. 
A Destor who has a bankruptcy notice served on him may 


required to pay the debt so as to comply with the judgment on 
which it is founded, and the Court of Appeal in Re A Judgment 
Debtor (22nd May) (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and KEenvyepy, 
L.J., Bucktey, LJ., diss.) have affirmed the judgment of the 


'terms of the settlement. 


form of self-destruction. 


Consent Orders in Bankruptcy. 

At THE sitting in bankruptcy before BrcHam, J., on Monday 
last, a solicitor appeared in the first case to inform the court that 
the case had been settled and to ask for an order embodying the 
Bicuam, J., observed that he was 


| averse to making a consent order without knowledge of the facts 


registrar setting aside such a notice for noncompliance with this | 


requirement. But while making full allowance for the necessity 
of construing a bankruptcy notice strictly, the strictness would 
teem to have been carried further than was really wanted for the 
debtor’s protection. A judgment had been obtained by A. and B. 
trading as the C. company. The bankruptcy notice required pay- 
ment to be made to A. and B., giving their private addresses and 
not at the commencement referring to them as trading as the C. 
company. Later on, however, it referred to them as the company, 
so as to leave no doubt that payment was required to be made to 
them in their partnership capacity. Under section 4 (1) (g) of 
the Bankruptey Act, 1883, the notice must require the debtor * to 
pay the judgment debt in accordance with the terms of the 
judgment.” The majority of the Court of Appeal held that the 
notice in the present case did not satisfy this requirement, and reli- 
ance was placed on Re Howes (1892, 2 Q. B. 628), where a variance 
occurred between the description of the creditors in the judgment 
and their description in the bankruptcy notice. But as Buck.ey, 
L.J., pointed out, there was upon the entire notice no doubt that 
payment was required to be made to A. 


of a case, and in his view counsel ought to be instructed on both 


. : ’ | sides in such cases so that they might consider the facts and be in 
reasonably expect that it shall state with certainty how he 1s | 


a position to give the court some information. He, however, 
allowed the solicitor to state the facts in the case before him, and 
eventually made the order asked for. 








Building Society Mortgage Receipts. 


Tue judgment of Parker, J., in Crosbie-Hill v. Sayer (1908, 
1 Ch. 866), which we have already shortly noticed (ante, p. 364), 
contains an interesting discussion of the effect of Section 42 of 
the Building Societies Act, 1874, under which a receipt indorsed 


as ; uae 
| on a building society mortgage operates as a reconveyance. The 


| on the mortgage 


section provides that when all moneys secured by a mortgage to 
a building society have been discharged, the society may indorse 
‘a receipt under the seal of the society, 
countersigned by the secretary or manager, in the form specified 


| in the schedule to this Act, and such receipt shall vacate the 


and B. in the same | 


capacity in which they had recovered judgment, and the debtor | 


had received all the information he required. This dissentient 


judgment, however, did not cure the technical defect, and it is | 


clear that special pains should be used to avoid any slip in the 
form of a bankruptcy notice. 
The High Court of Australia. 

Tae case cf Blake v. Bayne (Times, May 29), in which 
judgment has just been delivered by the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council, seems to be the first case in which, since the 
creation of the High Court of Australia in 1903, the Judicial 


Committee has reversed the High Court on direct appeal from | 


the latter. The case is also of some professional interest, for the 
appellants are one of the oldest and best known firms of solicitors 
in Melbourne. Messrs. Bhake & Riccatt had become sureties 
in an administration bond, the administratrix being a client. It 
was alleged that breaches of trust had been committed by the 
administratrix, and that her solicitors were liable with her for 
these breaches. The action against the administratrix and sureties 
was dismissed in the first instance by the Victorian Court, but this 
decision was reversed by the High Court of Australia. On 
appeal, Messrs. Brake & RigGa.t, who were, of course, the 
substantial defendants, have succeeded, and have thus removed 
any reflection which might have been considered to have been cast 
on them by the decision of the High Court. 


Suicide of Persons Insured by Policies of Life 
Insurance. 


We Beap that the‘vpinion is gaining strength in France that 


mortgage or further charge or debt, and vest the estate of 
and in the property therein comprised in the person for the time 
being entitled to the equity of redemption, without any recon- 
veyance or surrender whatever.” 

This is in substance a repetition of the earlier provision con- 
tained in section 5 of 6 & 7 Will. 4, ¢. 32, upon which the case 
of Pease v. Jackson (L. R. 3 Ch. App. 576) was decided. In that 
case a member of a building society had made a mortgage to the 
trustees of the society and a subsequent equitable charge in 
favour of the plaintiffs. He afterwards requested the defendants 
to pay off the first mortgage. They did so, and received from 
the trustees the first mortgage with a statutory receipt indorsed 
thereon. At the same time the mortgagor executed a new 
mortgage to the defendants, who had no notice of the plaintiff’s 
charge. Under these circumstances, it became necessary to 
determine whether the effect had been to vest the legal estate 
in the plaintiffs as the prior equitable incumbrancers, or in the 


| defendants, and the decision was in favour of the defendants. 





The words of the statute are that the estate in the property is 
to vest “in the person for the time being entitled to the 
equity of redemption.’’ Lord Catrns, L.C., pointed out that, 
on one construction of these words, it might be held that if the 
mortgagor paid off the building society, the receipt would vest 
the estate in him, notwithstanding subsequent incumbrances, 
since he was, in a sense, the owner of the equity of redemption. 
Another construction, he observed, might be that, no matter 
who paid the mortgage money, “the receipt indorsed is to 
operate so that the legal estate in the mortgaged premises 
is to go at large to whichever of all the persons entitled in 
any shape or form to the equity of redemption has the best 
equity to call for the legal estate—a very difficult problem in- 
deed to be solved, and not a very convenient way for the Act 
of Parliament to have provided for the disposition of the legal 
estate—a disposition which very often could not be determined 
except through the medium of a Chancery suit.’’ But the 
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Lord Chancellor considered that one of these two constructions 
must be the right one, for he thought that the mere payment 
of the mortgage money by the mortgagor and the indorsed 
receipt could not operate so that the legal estate would, ipso 
facto, vest in the next equitable incumbrancer in point of time, 
without regard to the question whether he had the best right 
to call for the legal estate. 

The observation that it may require a Chancery suit to 
determine how the legal estate goes under an indorsed receipt 
has been justified by the litigation which has taken place on 
the question. In Pease v. Jackson (supra), it was not neces- 
sary to decide between the first two constructions suggested 
by Lord Carrns. On either of these the defendants were 
entitled to succeed. If the legal estate had vested in the 
mortgagor, then it had passed to the defendants under the new 
mortgage, while if it vested in the persons who had the best 
right to call for the legal estate, the defendants, who had paid 
off the first mortgage for the purpose of standing in the first 
mortgagees’ place, stood in that position. At any rate, the 
plaintiffs.did not get the legal estate simply because they were, 
at the time when the mortgage debt was paid and the receipt 
indorsed, the next incumbrancers in point of time. 

Apart from the special circumstance that the defendants in 
Pease v. Jackson (supra) had taken a fresh mortgage from the 
mortgagor, it would have been necessary to determine’ with 
more precision exactly how the legal estate is to go under the 
statute, and in subsequent cases where that special circumstance 
has not been repeated ; it has been settled that the legal estate 
does not vest in the mortgagor, but in the person who has the 
best right to call for it. This was the conclusion arrived at 
by Jesser, M.R., in Fourth City Mutual, dc., Society v. 
Williams (14 Ch. D. 140). Where the mortgage is paid off 
by a mortgagor who has created incumbrances on his equity of 
redemption, then the first of these incumbrancers is entitled to 
call for the legal estate—at any rate, if his incumbrance has 
been created by a conveyance of the equity of redemption—and 
the receipt vests it in him accordingly. But where one of the 
subsequent incumbrancers has provided the money to pay off 
the first mortgage on the understanding, express or implied, 
that he is to have the benefit of the legal estate, then it vests 
in him to the exclusion of prior equitable incumbrancers. 

The decisions in the above two cases were accepted by Kay, J., 
though not without criticism, in Sangster v. Cochrane 
(28 Ch. D. 298). but it is sufficient to pass,to the decision of the 
House of Lords in Hosking v. Smith (13 App. Cas. 582), which 
now governs the question. In that case an attempt was made to 
tevive the doctrine rejected by Lord Catrns, that the legal estate 
necessarily goes to the next incumbrancer in point of time, but 
the attempt met with no success, and of the two constructions 
suggested in Pease v. Jackson (supra) the second was pre- 
ferred. “Of the two possible constructions,’ said Lord 
Watson, “ propounded by | Earl Carrns], I prefer the second. I 
think the Legislature, by the expression ‘person or persons 
entitled to the equity or redemption,’ meant to indicate that 
there might be persons other than the mortgagor who would 
be so entitled, and that its true interpretation must be reached, 
in cases like the present, by holding that the expression refers 
to the person or persons who, at the time of the indorsement, 
have the better equity to call for the legal estate.’’ And it 
was further held—in this respect overruling Pease v. Jackson 
(supra)—that when of two subsequent incumbrancers the later 
in time has the better right to call for the legal estate because 
part of his advance has been used in paying off the building 
society’s mortgage, he is entitled to the benefit of the legal 
estate, and to consequent priority over the earlier incumbrancer, 
in respect of his entire advance, and not only in respect of the 

part which was applied in paying off the first mortgage. It is 
assumed, of course, that he had no notice of the earlier equitable 
mortgage. Having got in the legal estate, he is entitled to the 
full benefit of it. On this point the decision of Lord Cairns had 
been followed by the Court of Appeal in Robinson v. Trevor 
(12 Q. B. D, 423), which, accordingly, to that extent was also 
overruled. 
The present case of Crosbie-Hill v. Sayer (supra), forms an 


example of the principle established by Hosking v. Smith 
(supra). In June, 1902, property in Essex was conveyed by 
way of legal mortgage to a building society. In June, 1905, 
the mortgagor arranged with his bank to pay off the mortgage. 
This was done on the 26th of June, when all the deeds except 
the mortgage deed (which was retained for indorsement of the 
receipt), were handed over by the building society to the bank, 
and the mortgagor gave the bank a memorandum of charge 
containing an undertaking to execute a legal mortgage. 
Shortly afterwards the mortgage deed, with the receipt indorsed, 
was handed to the bank. In November, 1905, the mortgagor 
obtained £850 from W. H. Lavrin, and executed in his favour 
what purported to be a legal mortgage. This loan he obtained 
by producing to Lauri a forged conveyance to himself, the 
mortgagor. The real title-deeds were still with the bank. At 
this date £1,600 was due to the bank. In December, 1906, the 
plaintiffs agreed to lend the mortagor £1,500, which, with 
another sum of £100, was to be paid to the bank in discharge 
of the bank’s debt. This was done. The bank handed over 
to the plaintiffs the title-deeds and memorandum of charge 
with a memorandum of discharge indorsed thereon, and at the 
same time the mortgagor executed what purported to be a legal 
mertgage for £1,500 in favour of the plaintiffs. 

Under these circumstances the question of priority arose as 
between the £850 due to Laurir’s executors and the £1,500 due 
to the plaintiffs, and it appears to be a natural result from 
the above principles that the plaintiffs had priority. Under the 
statutory receipt indorsed on the original building society mort- 
gage the legal estate vested in the bank who paid them off. This 
fact, notwithstanding the mortgagor’s agreement in the memo- 
randum of charge to execute a legal mortgage (which might be 
construed as implying that he was first to have the legal 
estate) gave the bank the right to call for that estate, and, in 
accordance with Hosking v. Smith, the legal estate vested 
in them, and there having been no _ subsequent con- 
veyance by the bank, it remained vested in them. The 
question, therefore, was, as between the persons entitled to the 
£850 and £1,500 mortgages, which of them were entitled to call 
for a conveyance of the legal estate from the bank, and so pro- 
tect the equitable title. Parksr, J., held, in accordance with 
the cases already cited, that the better title lay with the 
£1,500 mortgage, since that sum was advanced for the purpose 
of paying off the bank’s mortgage. The learned judge based 
this result on the mere fact of the £1,500 being advanced to 
replace the first mortgage, apart from any implied contract to 
have the legal estate ; but he also suppported it by the considera- 
tion that the first mortgage must, under the circumstances, be 
deemed to have been kept alive for the benefit of the plaintiffs, 
and that on this ground also they were entitled to priority. 
In this respect the decision rests upon considerations which are 
not within the scope of the present article. 








The Manufacture of Griminals. 


By E. H. Pickersari1, M.P. 


THERE was a period in the history of Parliament when, it was said, 
every other day was signalized by the enactment of a new felony 
without benefit of clergy. We are not so sanguinary now, but there 
is a strong tendency, emanating from many quarters and operating in 
various departments of social life, to enlarge the boundaries of the 
criminal law. The recent report of the committee on the law of 
bankruptcy furnishes a signi t illustration. There are already 
upon our statute-book nineteen misdemeanours and one felony relating 
to misconduct by a bankrupt, as against five offences only prescribed 
in similar cases by the United States Bankruptcy Law. Yet the 
committee recommend the enactment of two new offences to which 
grave exception must be taken on the ground of principle. 

Before I proceed to consider them, let me observe that no case is 
made out for such drastic changes. The committee report that there 
has been a large reduction in the amount of insolvency since the present 
system came into force. It is true that the country is flooded with 
some 70,000 undischarged bankrupts—but who need be surprised by 
that, seeing that the Legislature has been making it exceedingly 
difficult for an honest bankrupt to obtain discharge. The fact, 
however, remains that this large number of undischarged bankru 








is an admitted evil: for (apart from other considerations) the posi 
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of their new creditors in a subsequent failure would be most un- 
fortunate, as the assets of the bankrupt would probably be successfully 
claimed by the trustee in the first bankruptcy. Moreover, during the 
last few years the London Bankruptcy Court has been ‘‘ swamped” 
by alien Jews, who go bankrupt and start immediately again under 
another name, These evils may be mitigated, as the committee 
suggest, by making it a misdemeanour punishable with imprisonment 
for a bankrupt while undischarged to trade under an assumed name 
or style, or in the name of any other person, or unaer the name of a 
firm, unless bis true name and position be fully disclosed to those with 
whom he deals. This proposal is entirely unexceptionable. It is in fact 
only a strengthening of section 31 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1%83, which 
prohibits an undischarged bankrupt from obtaining credit to the 
extent of £20 or upwards from any person without informing him that 
he is an undischarged bankrupt. 

There is another recommendation of the committee to which no 
objection can be taken. The Debtors Act, 1869, in many instances 
makes an act criminal, subject to the proviso ‘‘ unless the jury is 
satisfied that the defendant had no intent todefraud.” It is doubtful 
what the effect of this proviso is, and courts interpret it in different 
ways. There can be no reasonable objection to amending the language 
so as to make it clear that, on proof of the facts by which the offence 
is constituted, the burden of proving absence of intention to defraud 
is cast on the defendant. The law would thus be assimilated to the 
corresponding provisions of the law of Scotland. 

I now come to the recommendations of the committee which I 
regard as in the highest degree exceptionable. In the first place, it is 
proposed that (subject to certain conditions) failure by a trader to 
keep proper books of account shall be punishable with imprisonment 
in the event of his becoming bankrupt. This proposal is open to the 
objection (as the committee point out) that it makes a thing which 
was neither criminal nor due to any bad intention when done 
into a crime because of something which has happened afterwards, 
namely, the insolvency of the person who has done it. It is suggested, 
however, in support of the recommendation, that ‘‘ the ceasiny to keep 
books is the first symptom of going wrong.” This is no doubt true, but 
it does not justify the conversion of a badge of fraud into a substan- 
tive offence. There is the further objection that the proposed change 
would class a man who is negligent or ignorant merely with the man 
who is criminal. One witness told the committee roundly that ‘‘ 50 

r cent. of the traders throughout the country do not really know 

ow to keep books.”” It would press hardly upon the smaller people. 
I should like to call special attention to the evidence given by Mr. 
HENRY ATTLEE, a late President of the Law Society. He shews 
what an oppressive use is now made in the case of the village 
trader of section 8 of the Act of 1890, which relates (in connection 
with discharge) to books not being properly kept. ‘‘ Of late years (he 
says) there has been quite a new zeal born in the country for pushing 
that section, so that qudcunque vid they manage to prevent a discharge 
being granted. And then, people not being able to get their dis- 
charge, the wholesale trader is able to get the village shop into his own 
possession.” 

The committee appeal to the law of other countries in support of 
their recommendation. But there is evidence that in New South 
Wales “‘ juries are ready to convict except for non-kéeping of books, 
which does not appeal to them,” and that in Scotland ‘juries are 
unwilling to find that the failure to keep books arose from an intent 
to defraud.” 

Secondly, the committee make the following recommendation : 
When it is established that a debtor who has carried on a trade or 
business has contributed to his bankruptcy by gambling or by un- 
justifiable speculations unconnected with his trade or business, he 
should by law be guilty of an offence punishable on prosecution before 
a court of summary jurisdiction by imprisonment. This proposed 
innovation in the substantive law is extraordinary enough, but the 
suggestion that the new offence should be triable by a police magi- 
strate is astounding. Bankruptcy offences are emphatically offences 
which should be passed upon by a jury of business men. And if (as 
is alleged) business men acquit in many cases where a lawyer would 
convict, that is no objection unless we are prepared to alter the 
fundamental principles of the administration of the criminal law in 
this country. 








The annual report of the inspector under the Aliens Act, which has 
just been issued, says that turther time must elapse before it would be 
possible to gauge the permanent effect of the expulsion provisions of the 
Aliens Act upon the amount or nature of alien crime in the United 
Kingdom. The statistics of convicted prisoners—though by no means an 
absolute index to crime—will in the long run afford a test, and they 
already yield indications that the liability to expulsion is exercising con- 
siderable influence upon the criminal alien. The alien prison population 
reached its highest point in 1904, having increased (with small fluctuations 
in the years 1895 and 1899) ever since 1893—the first year for which figures 
are available—and at a gfeater rate than the total prison population. 





Reviews. 
The Criminal Appeal Act, 1907. 


THE CRIMINAL APPEAL Act, 1907, AND THE RuLts, ForRMS, AND 
RATES AND SCALES OF PAYMENT THEREUNDER. WITH NOTES by 
HerMAN COHEN, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, AND AN INTRODUCTION 
by Sir Harry B. Potanp, K.C. Jordan & Sons. 


Every one practising in the criminal courts requires now a copy of 
the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, and of the Rules and Forms made 
thereunder. Moreover, he wauts these in a convenient form, with 
an index enabling him to readily find the section or rule he requires. 
These requirements are satisfactorily fulfilled by this book, which 
contains the Act and Rules, with some useful annotations and cross- 
references. The author has a practical knowledge of his subject, and 
has supplied the profession with what they want. The Introduction 
by Sic Harry Poland does not add much to the value of the book 
from the point of view of the practitioner; but it is extremely 
interesting. The learned author is not satisfied with the Act. He 
says it gives the judges far too much power, and strongly objects 
to their over-riding the verdicts of juries. Sir Harry Poland is 
undoubtedly a great authority on the criwinal law, and his opinion 
is always worthy of respect ; but it is ratber too late now to find 
fault with the principle of the Act, and if it is to be mischievous we 
must put up with the mischief as well as we can, for there can be no 
going back. 





CRIMINAL APPEALS UNDER THE CRIMINAL APPEAL ACT OF 1907. 
Wira Ruies or Court anp Forms. By A. U. Forstrer- 
Boutron, M.P., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


This is a book published with precisely the same object as the 
book noticed immediately above. It is an edition of the Act and 
the Rules, with notes, cross-references, and an index, by a writer 
of experience who is thoroughly acquainted with his subject. The 
practitioner will find this book quite as useful as the one Just 
mentioned. In fact, while every practitioner must have a book of 
this description, we do not think it matters one penny piece which 
of these books he buys. Each is good; either will suit his require- 
ments; and the price is the same. 





CrimtvAL APPEAL Cases: REPORTS OF CASES IN THE COURT OF 
CRIMINAL APPEAL. Edited by HERMAN COHEN, Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Haynes. 


This series, which is apparently to be brought out in parts at 
intervals varying with the sittings of the court and the number of 
cases to be reported, will be found useful. At first, almost every ca-e 
heard will be carefully studied, until the principles of the court are 
established and understood. Therefore these reports are, at present, 
noticing almost every decision. 





Books of the Week. 


The Law of Carriers of Merchandize and Passengers by Land. 
By WALTER HENRY MacnaMaRa, Barrister-at-Law, a Master of the 
Supreme Court. Second Edition. By the Author and W. A. 
ROBERTSON, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


International Documents : A Collection of International Conventions 
and Declarations of a Law-making Kind. Edited, with Introduction 
and Notes, by E. A. Wuirttuck, B.C.L. (Oxon.), one of the 
Governors of the London School of Economics and Political Science. 
Longmans, Green, & Co. 


The Victorian Chancellors. By J. B. Atiay, Barrister-at-Law. 
In Two Vols. Vol. II.: Lord St. Leonards, Lord C:anworth, 
Lord Chelmsford, Lord Campbell, Lord Westbury, Lord Cairns, 
Lord Hatherley, Lord Selborne, Lord Halsbury, Lord Herschell. 
With Portraits. Smith, Elder, & Co. 


Oxford Medical Publications. The Law in General Practice: Some 
Chapters in Every-day Forensic Mediciue. By STANLEY B, ATKINSON, 
M.A., M.B., B.Sc., Barrister-at-Law. Hen'y Frowde; Hodder & 
Stoughton. 


The Diseases of Workmen. By T. Luson, M.D., and R. Hype, 
M.R.C.S. With an Introduction by His Honour Judge Rugae, K.v. 
Butterworth & Co. 


The English Reports. Vol. LXXXIV.: King’s Rench Division 
XIIL., containing Keble 2 and 3, Kelyng, Jones T. William Green & 
Sons, Edinburgh ; Steven & Sons (Limited), 
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Correspondence. 


The Decision in Copestake v. Hoper (52 Soxicrrors 
JOURNAL 516). 
[ To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 

Sir,—The decision of the Court of Appeal in Copestake v. Hoper may 
be summed up as follows: 

(1) Mr. Justice Kekewich was mistaken in thinking that heriot- 
right, which is an incident of tenure, can be affected by any question 
of equitable seisin. With all respect for the memory of a painstaking 
and experienced judge, this was a foregone conclusion. 

(2) Lord St. Leonards, Mr. Charles Davidson, Mr. Joshua Williams, 
Mr. Leake, Mr. Goodeve, and Mr. Challis were right in thinking that 
the effect of a statutory deed of grant is to transfer the actual seisin 
to the grantee. 

(3) Mr. T. Cyprian Williams was wrong in thinking that the effect 
of a statutory deed of grant is to transfer only the seisin in law, and 
not the actual seisin. His theory involves the notion of two persons 
being seised of the same land at the same moment, and this, as the 
Master of the Rolls pointed out, is impossible. 

(4) There is no foundation for the suggestion (advanced by me 
with some diffidence in the Soricrrors’ JoURNAL for the 2ud of 
March and the ist of June, 1907) that a statutory deed of grant 
only transfers the legal estate to the grantee and leaves the scisin in 
the grantor until the grantee enters. 

If the Court of Appeal had adopted this view (‘‘ which is, of course, 
an absurd supposition,” as a learned contributor to your columns 
recently remarked. with pitiless severity) the result would have been 
practizally convenient, for in ordinary cases a purchaser of land 
would take possession on completion and thus acquire actual seisin, 
while a mortgagee would leave the mortgagor in possession, and 
thus avoid heriots and other inconvenient incidents of tenure; he 
would be in much the same position as a mortgagee of copyholds, 
who does not become a tenant until he is admitted. But the diffi- 
culties in the way were too great, and now that the smoke of the 
battle has cleared away, it must be conceded that the Court of 
Appeal could not have adopted the suggestion above referred to 
without displaying a degree of judicial courage verging on boldness ; 
for, in the frat place. they would have run counter to the opinion of 
Lord St. Leonards, Mr. Joshua Williams, Mr. Challis, and the other 
eminent real property lawyers above mentioned, which has been 
acquiesced in for upwards of sixty years, and, in the second place, 
they would by implication have decided that Messrs, Christie, Hayes, 
and Ker, in drafting the 2nd section of the Real Property Act, 1845, 
intended to repeal the Statute of Quia Emptores so far as it requires 
a tenant in fee simple, on selling his land, to put another tenant in 
his place. We all know that the learned draftsmen had no such 
revolutionary intention, and that what they meant to do was to 
enable the actual seisin of land to be transferred by deed of grant as 
well as by feoffment. It is a pity they did not say so. 

The judgment of the Master of the Rolls in Copsstake v. Hoper (if 
one may say so with respect) combines soskabeak knowledge with 
sound common sense, and will probably be accepted as conclusive 
by most real property lawyers. 

When, if ever, a comprehensive measure for the reform of the law 
of real property is introduced into Parliament, it is to be hoped that 
it will include some provision for abolishing heriot-right and other 
survivals of the dark ages. This could easily be done by enacting 
that every lord shall be entitled to commute his heriot-rights, &c., 
for a lump sum, payable by the tenant within a certain time, and that 
every heriot-right, &c., not so commuted shall be extinguished after 
(say) six years from the passing of the Act. CHARLES SWEET. 

Lincoln’s-inn, June 1. 


’ 





Imprisonment for Debt. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 


Sir,—May I point out that the misdescription of imprisonment for 
debt, as ‘‘in the nature of a contempt of court,” referred to by Sir 
Kenelm E. Digby, K.C., in his evidence before the Select Committee 
of the House of Commons is not founded on the Debtors Act, but 
Originated with a certain class of creditors who wished to trausfer 
the responsibility from their own shoulders to those of the court ? 

It is these creditors, not the judges, who seek to keep the law 
unaltered. Though the title of the first part of ‘‘The Debtors Act, 
1869,” is ‘* Abolition of Imprisonment for Debt,” you have only to 
turn to the terms of the Act to see that it is abolished “‘ with six 
exceptions.” Under these exceptions about 20,000 debtors are now 
imprisoned every year at the public expense. The sixth of these 
exceptions is the judgment summons process. It is responsible for 
about 12,000 of these 20,000 imprisonments, and is often spoken of as 
if it was the only kind of imprisonment for debt still in existence, 


whereas there are also the highly objectionable imprisonments for 
non-payment of rates, where no proof of means to pay is required, 
The position of the imprisoned debtor is, in some respects, not so 
good as that of the criminal. Though in the eyes of the law a dgbtor 
has committed no criminal offence, he has no right of appeal to the 
Home Secretary ; yet he is not tried with the same care, or given the 
same benefit of the doubt, as if he were char, with a crime. - The 
Home Secretary cannot knock off a single hour from the debtor's 
sentence, neither has the county court any power of liberating him, 
or of moderating the severity of the law. JosEPH Co: LINSON. 
Humanitarian League, 53, Chancery-lane, London. 





The Law Society and London University. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.} 


Sir,—The Law Society having undertaken the preparation of 
students for a law degree in the London University, why should it 
not become a college of the University, and some scheme be agreed 
to whereby at one and the same time a man could qualify for the 
rolls and his degree? Would it not be far better than this present 
system of double examinations ? 

The University might accept the Preliminary Examination of the 
Law Society and the Final for the subjects of English Law. 

Owing to the University having external students, it offers better 
facilities than any other English University to articled clerks, 

I am sure if some such plan could be arranged, many young 
solicitors would take full advantage of it to the mutual good of all 

arties. 
4 I hope any reader who favours the idea will take it up and air his 
views in the SoLiciTors’ JOURNAL, as by so doing much good may 
result, or better still if influence could be brought to bear on the Law 
Society and the University. VERAX. 





Registered Charges of Leasehold Land. 
[ To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—The position of the registered proprietor of a charge appears 
to be that of a legal mortgagee so far as his power of sale is concerned 
(Land Transfer Act, 1875, s. 26). A disclaimer cannot affect the 
rights of such legal mortgagee, nor is a charge by way of equitable 
mortgage destroyed. 

Under section 27, the proprietor of the charge can sell or transfer 
the land for the whole of the term. 

It would not appear to be necessary to take any of the steps 
suggested by your correspondent. F. R. B. 








New Orders, &c. 


Rules of the Supreme Court (June), 1908. 
Orper XXII, Rove 17. 


1. Order XXII., Rule 17, shall be read as if there were included 
therein :— 
London County Council 34 per Cent. Stock. 


OrpER XXXVII., Rue 34a. 


2. Any Subpoena other than a subpoena issued from the Crown 
Office or in an action to be tried at Assizes, shall remain in force 
from the date of issue until the trial of the action or matter in which 


it is issued. 
OrvER LIV., Ruiz 12. 


3. Order LIV., Rule 12, is hereby annulled, and the following 
Rule shall stand in lieu thereof :— 


12. In the King’s Bench Division a master, and in the Probate, 
Divorce and Admiralty Division a registrar, may transact all such 
business and exercise all such authority and jurisdiction im respect of 
the same as under the Act or these Rules may be transacted or 
exercised by a Judge at chambers, except in respect of the following 
proceedings and matters; that is to sav :— : 

(a) All matters relating to criminal proceedings or to the liberty 
of the subject ; ; : 

(b) Granting leave for service out of the jurisd'ction of a writ, or 

notice of a writ of summons ; 

c) Appeals from district regist-urs ; 

to Prohibitions ; , : 

(e) Injunctions and other orders under sub-s-ction 8 of section 25 
of the principal Act, other than orders for the appoint- 
ment of receivers by way of equitable execution and 
injunctions so far, and so far only, as the same are 





ancillary or incidental to equitable execution ; 


\ 
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f) Reviewing taxation of costs ; 


| 
(g) Acknowledgments of married women or applications to 


dispense with the concurrence of a husband in a disposition 
by a married woman. 


OrpER LXII., Rute 1A. 


4. If from time to time the state of business shall so require, the 
Clerks to the Chancery Registrars may attend the Court of Appeal or 
the Judges of the Chancery Division on the trial of actions with 
witnesses on such days and at such times as the Senior Registrar for 
the time being shall, with the approval of the Master of the Rolls in 
the case of the Court of Appeal, and with the approval of the Senior 
Judge of the Chancery Division, in the case of that Division, deter- 
mine. 

OrvER LXIII., RULE 8, 


5. The Offices of the Supreme Court (including the Judges’ Cham- 
bers) shall, save as hereinafter mentioned, close on Saturdays at one 
o'clock. 

OrDER LXIII., Rue 9. 


6. Sabject in any Division of the High Court to any Order by th® 
President thereof, the Office hours in the several Offices of the 
Supreme Court other than the Summons and Order, Crown Office, 
and Associates Departments of the Central Office shall be from ten 
in the forenoon to four in the afternoon, except on Saturdays, when 
the Offices shall close at one in the afternoon, and in Vacations on 
davs other than Saturday, when the Offices shall close at two. 

In the Summons and Order Department the hours shall be from 
half-past ten in the forenoon to half-past four in the afternoon, 
except on Saturdays, when they shall be from half-past ten in the 
forenoon to half-past one in the afternoon, and in Vacations, when 
they shall be from half-past ten to half-past two. 

In the Crown Office and Associates Departments the hours shall be 
from eleven in the forenoon to five in the afternoon, except on 
Saturdays and in the Vacations, when the hours shall be from eleven 
in the forenoon to two in the afternoon. 


OrvDER LXV., RULE 27 (358s). 


7. Order LXV., Rule 27 (38B), shall be read as if after the words 
‘* professional charges’? the words ‘‘ and disbursements” were 
inserted. 
OrpvER LXV., RULE 27 (48). 


8. Order LXV., Rule 27 (48), as to Refreshers shall be read as 
follows :— 
To the Leading Counsel from 5 to 10 guineas. 
To the Second i ~ weet “ 
To the Third (if three) ,, 2tod i 
9. These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court 
(June), 1908, or each Rule may be cited by the heading thereof with 
reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883; they shall come 
into operation on the Ist of July, 1908. 
(Signed) Lorxzury, C. 
ALVERSTONE, C.J. 
H. H. Cozens-Harpy, M.R. 
Rotanpd L. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, LJ. 
J. GoRELL BARNES, P. 
R. J. PARKER, J. 


June 3, 1908. CHRISTOPHER JAMES, 





High Court of Justice. 
WHITSUN VACATION, 1908, 


Notice. 
There will be no sitting in court during the Whitsun vacation. 


During the Whitsun vacation, all applications ‘‘ which may require to | 


be immediately or promptly heard,’’ are to be made to the Honourable 
Mr. Justice Pickford. 

Mr. Justice Pickford will act as Vacation Judge from Saturday, 
June 6th, to Monday, June 15th, both days inclusive. 

His lordshipewil! sit in King’s Bench Judges’ Chambers on Thursday, 
June 11th. On other days within the above period, applications in urgent 
matters may be made to his lordship by post or, if necessary, personally. 

In the case of applications to the judge by post the brief of counsel 
should be sent addressed to the judge by book post or parcel, prepaid, 
accompanied by office copies of the affidavits in support of the application, 
and also by a minute, on a separate sheet of paper, signed by counsel, of 
the order he may consider the applicant entitled to, and also an envelope 
capable of-receiving the papers, addressed as follows :—*‘ Chancery 
Official Letter: To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ 
Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.C.”’ 

On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent. 

The papers sent to the judge will be returned to the registrar. 

The address of the Vacation Judge can be obtained on application at 
the Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


‘ YANGTSZE INSURANCE ASSOCIATION (LIM.) ». INDEMNITY MUTUAL 
MARINE ASSURANCE CO. (LIM.). No. 1. 2th May. 


| Insurance (Manine)—‘' Conrrananp or War ’’—Warranry—ontTRa- 
KAND Persons. 


Semble, @ warranty in a policy of marine insurance on a ship during a war, 
**no contraband of war,” in its ordinary meaning applies to goods and not to 
persons. 

Decision of Bigham, J. (1908, 1 K. B. 910), affirmed. 

Appeal from the judgment of Bigham, J. (reported in 1908,1 K. B. 
910) in an action upon a policy of reinsurance. The following statement 
of facts is taken from the judgment of Bigham, J.: The plaintiffs under- 
wrote a policy for £18,009 on the steamer Vigretia at and from Shanghai 
to Vladivostok, while there for not exceeding twelve days whilst dis- 
charging the cargo, and thence to one port in China in ballast. The 
policy contained a warranty ‘‘ not to carry cargo other than kerosine oil,’’ 
and the insurance was to cover the risk of capture. ‘The policy was made 
in Shanghai. The plaintiffs were anxious to reinsure part of the risk, and 
accordingly, on the 28th of October, 1904, they telegraphed from Shanghai 
to their London office to reinsure £15,000, including war risk, warranted no 
contrabandof war. The London office succeeded in getting a slip initialled by 
different underwriters, including the defendant company; but as there was 
an uncertainty as to the meaning of the warrauty ‘‘no contraband of war,”’ 
which affected the question of premiums, the London office telegraphed to 
the Shanghai office on the 29th of October as follows : ‘‘ Steamship 
Nigretia. Weinsurance has been effected as required. There is some 
doubt as to the meaning of ‘ warranted no contraband of war.’ It is 
understood that cargo oil kerosine only, you guaranteeing not contraband. 
It is of utmost importance; or otherwise 30 guineas per cent.’’ The 
meaning of this telegram was that the underwriters were uncertain 
whether the Japanese courts might not regard kerosine as contraband, 
and they required the plaintiff company to guarantee that it was not 
contraband, intimating that in the absence of such a guarantee the 
premium would be 30 guineas per cent. This telegram was answered by 
the Shanghai office on the 3lst of October as follows: ‘‘ Steamship 
Nigretia. Cargo oil kerosine only. We will guarantee that Consul for 
Japan has to-day written British Consul that kerosine not regarded 
contraband by Japanese Government if shipped anywhere. Cannot give 
further guarantee. Steamer clears Viadivostok. Are you sutisfied’’’ 
This telegram was shewn by the London office to the different under- 
writers, and was accepted as satisfactory. The slip which up to this point 
had contained in this connection only the words ‘‘ warranted no coutra- 
band ’’ was then amended by adding to those words the further words, ‘‘ on 
basis as per cable dated the 31st of October, 1904,’’ and the signatories to 
the slip initialled the telegram so as to identify it. The defendant company 
underwrote £2,000. The premium was agreed at 15 guineas per cent. Sub- 
sequently—namely, on the 13th of December, 1904—the defendants issued 
their formal policy on which the present action was brought. The policy, 
following the terms of the slip, contained the following provision: 
‘Warranted no contraband of war on basis of cable dated the 31st of 
October, 1904, copy of which attached hereto,’’ and pinned to the policy 
was a typed copy of the telegram. The policy further provided as follows : 
‘* Being a reinsurance of the Yangtsze Insurance Association (Limited), 
subject to the same clauses and conditions as in the original policy, and to 
pay as may be paid thereon (but warranted free from particular average) 
and all clauses as in the original policy, including war risk.’’ At this 
time a state of war existed between Russia and Japan, and on the 19th of 
December, 1904, while on the insured voyage to Viadivostok, The Nigretia 
was captured by a Japanese cruiser and taken to the port of Sasebo, in 
Japan, where she was condemned by the Japanese Prize Court. The 
circumstances under which she was condemned appear from the judgment 
of the Prize Court. This judgment found that on the 16th of December, 
1904, two Russian naval officers, who had assumed German names, were 
received on board Tie Nigretia at Shanghai as passengers to Vladivostok. 
There was no proof that the captain or owners of the vessel knew that 
these two persons were Russian officers, but, on the other hand, the court 
found that there was no proof that they were ignorant of the fact, and the 
court held that the ship ‘‘ must be confiscated, as the vessel was actually 
engaged in transporting contraband persons.’’ The plaintiffs paid or 
compounded on the original policy as for a total loss, and they now 
brought this action on the reinsurance policy to be indemnified by the 
defendants. Bigham, J., held that ‘‘ contraband of war’’ meant mer- 
chandize, and did not include persons, and he gave judgment for the 
plaintiffs. ‘The defendants appealed. 

Tue Court (Gorett Barnes, P., and Frercuer Movtron and Farwett, 
L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. They held, upon the construction of this 
particular policy, that the parties, in referring to contraband of war, 
intended to include goods only. ‘The parties were dealing with a cargo of 
kerosine oil only, and the warranty must be construed with reference to 
that. But as the general point decided by Bigham, J., had been argued 
they would express an opinion upon it. In their opinion ‘* contraband of 
war’’ in its ordinary meaning only applied to goods and not to persons. 
No English decision could be found applying those words to persons. 
The judgment was therefore right.—Counset, Serutton, K.C , and D. C. 
Leck; J. A. Hamilton, K.0., and Maurice Ail, Soxtcrrons, Waltos, 
Johnson, Bubb, &§ Whatton ; Thomas Cooper § Co. 


[Reported by W. F. Barsy, Barrister-at-Law.! 
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HYAMS v. STUART KING. No. 1. 23th May. 


Gaminc — Berrrinc—Acreement To Give Tiwe ann Nor to Decrare 
Loser a Deravtter—Vauiptry or Conrract—Gamina Acts, 1710 (9 
Anne c, 14), 1835 (5 & 6 Witt. 4, c. 41), ann 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 
109), s. 18. 


A promise by the defendant, who w1s a bookmaker, to the plaintif’, who wa® 
also a bookmaker, to pay to him a certain sum, being the amount which the 
defendant lost to the plaintiff upon a bet, upon a later date, in consideration of the 
plaintiff giving the defendant until that time to pay the amount and not declaring 
him a defaulter with all the consequences attaching thereto, is a good contract 
founded on good consideration, and is enforceable at law. 


So held by Gorell Barnes, P., and Farwell, L.J., Fletcher Moulton, L.J., 
dissenting. 

Appeal by one Thomas Maughan from the judgment of Darling, J. 
The plaintiff, who was a bookmaker, had in October and November, 1907, 
certain betting transactions with a firm of Stuart King, in which Thomas 
Maughan was a partner. The firm of Stuart King also carried on business 
as bookmakers. These betting transactions resulted in a balance of 
£108 10s. due to the'plaintiff, and on the 4th of November a cheque was 
given by the firm to the plaintiff forthat amount. On the 5th of November 
the plaintiff was requested by a member of the firm not to present the 
cheque as money which had been expected had not arrived, but to hold 
the cheque over for a few days and to keep it quiet. The plaintiff did so, 
and a few days later Maughan requested the plaintiff to hold the cheque 
over, as if he told other customers of the firm it would ruin the firm. The 
plaintiff accordingly held the cheque over, and on the 11th of November he 
received a cheque on account for £25 signed by Maughan and the other 
partner. The plaintiff afterwards asked for the balance, and said that he 
would take proceedings, but a further request, substantially to the same 
effect, was again made by Maughan, and a letter was written by the 
defendants to the plaintiff enclosing another cheque for £25 on account, and 
promising to send the balance on the following Monday. On the 2nd of 
December the plaintiff wrote a letter to the defendants stating that they 
had faithfully promised that if he (the plaintiff) kept quiet and did 
not injure their business by telling the s.p. men, or take proceedings, 
they would pay the debt, to which he had agreed ; and that he had decided 
now to place the matter in the hands of his solicitor for collection. The 
defendants wrote in reply asking the plaintiff not to take steps, as he 
would be paid if he waited a few days longer. No further money being 
paid, the plaintiff brought the present action on the cheque to recover 
£48, giving credit for the above-mentioned two sums of £25 and a further 
sum of £10 10s. At the trial before Darling, J., leave to amend the claim 
was given, making it a claim on a contract that, if the plaintiff would hold 
over the cheque and not mention the matter to the other customers of the 
firm, and so avoid ruining their business, the defendants would pay the 
amount. No formal amendment, however, was made. Darling, J., held 
that the above promise was proved, and that it was sufficient to support 
the action, and he gave judgment for the plaintiff. Maughan appealed. 

Tur Court (Gorett Barnes, P., and Farwett, L.J., Fuercner Mouton, 
L.J., dissenting) dismissed the appeal. 

Gorett Barnes, P., after stating that where the point turned upon the 
exact form of the action or the exact defence an amendment should be 
put into writing and handed up to the judge so that there might be no 
misapprehension about it, said that no point was raised as to there being 
any difference in the case if the action had been on a promise made by an 
individual instead of by a firm. It was clear that the action was not 
maintainable on the cheque, as it was given for an illegal consideration 
(5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 41, s. 1), and it was not suggested that it could be 
maintained upon an account stated between the parties. The plaintiff 
contended that he could shew a cause of action entirely independent of 
the cheque and bet—that was to say, a promise for good and fresh con- 
sideration to pay the amount claimed. In his opinion there was on the | 
evidence a new contract in fact, that in consideration that the plaintiff | 
would give the defendants a reasonable time within which to pay the 
amount which the defendants ought to have paid him on the 4th of 
November, and would forbear from declaring them defaulters if they paid 
within that further time, they would pay him the amount which both 
parties considered was due to the plaintiff in honour, though not in law; 
and the defendants in fact acted upon the contract by paying the two 
sums of £25 each, and the plaintiff exercised the forbearance ; so that the 
defendants’ promise was to pay to the plaintiff at a later date a certain sum 
of money in order to avoid the consequences of not having paid the racing 
debts. In his opinion that contract did not fall within the provisions of 8 & 9 
Vict. c. 109, s. 18; nor was there any illegality affecting it; and it was a 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


FURNESS, WITHY, & CO. (LIM.) v. JOHN W. PICKERING AND 
OTHERS. Joyce, J. 3rd June, Pe 


Practice—Tamp-party Procrrpincs—AppLicaTion ror Leave To Serve 
A Tutrp-party Notice—Dirrerence tx Practice or tue CHANCERY 
AND Kino’s Bencn Divisions or tar Hic Covurt—Service or: Noricg 
or THE APPLICATION ON THE PtarntirrF—Ex parte AppLicarion— 
R. 8. C, XVI. 48 anp 52. 


Upon an application for leave to serve a third-party notice there is no rule in 
the Chancery Division requiring the defendant to serve the plaintiff with notice of 
the application, which should be made ex parte. The court may require the 
order to be served on the plaintiff’. The plaintiff can appear upon the summons 
Sor directions under ord. 16, r. 52, and is then entitled to be heard. 

Wye Valley Railway Co. v. Hawes (16 Ch. D. 489) explained. 


The plaintiffs having brought an action against the defendants, who are 
the directors of Constantine Pickering & Co. (Limited), and that company 
claiming that the defendants should make good certain ulird vires and 
illegal expenditure by the defendant company, the defendants applied 
under R. 8. C., ord. 16, r. 48, for leave to issue a third-party notice on 
another director of the company for contribution. The notice of the 
application was served on the plaintiffs, who appeared and resisted the 
application. Leave was refused by the master, and thereupon the 
summons was adjourned into court. 

Joyce, J., said that it was of the highest importance that there should be 
uniformity of practice between the Chancery Division and the King's 
Bench Division in the same classes of cases. The practice books said that 
an application for leave to issue 2 third-party notice should be made ez parte 
in the King’s Bench Division, and in the Chancery Division upon applica- 
tion with notice to the other party to the action. The case of the Wye 
Valley Railway Co. v. Hawes (16 Ch. D. 489) which was cited in support 
of the practice in the Chancery Division was not a decision to that 
effect. Vice-Chancellor Hall in that case said that he could 
make the order, but that it was better to give the plaintiff notice. 
The order might be made ex parle, though the court might require 
service of the order on the plaintiff. In this case the plaintiffs 
claimed against the defendants that they should make good certain 
illegal expenditure. There was another director who, the defen- 
dants said, was equally responsible and from whom they were entitled to 
contribution. Without prejudice to the rights of the third party or to 
any application by the plaintiffs to discharge the order upon the summons 
for directions under ord. 16, r. 52, the learned judge thought that a 
primdé facie case for contribution had been made out, and that he must 
make the order. The plaintiffs might: have a great deal to say, and care 
would be taken upon the subsequent application to protect them against 
any evil consequences of the present order. Leave was granted to serve 
the notice.—Counset, Hughes. K.C., and R. H. Hodge; C. H. Carden Noad, 
Sorrcrrors, William A, Crump § Sun ; Holman, Birdwood, § Co. 

(Reported by A. 8. Orré, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
SCHENCK v, SCHENCK. Bargrave Deane, J. 1st June, 
Divorce—Decrasep Perrrionger—Orpers AGAtnst Responpenr—Enrorce- 
MENT—APPLICATION BY ExecuTrors—Pxactice. 
‘Where a petitioner in divorce suit had died before the cause came on for hearing, 
the court refused to add her executors as petitioners to enable enforcement of certain 


| orders for payment of alimony pendente lite and costs previously made against 


the respondent. 


Motion on behalf of the executors of a deceased petitioner ‘‘to be 
added as petitioners’ for the purpose of enforcing certain orders for the 
payment of alimony pendente lite and costs against the respondent. It 
appeared that the suit was for divorce, brought by a wife on the ground of 
the respondent’s alleged cruelty and adultery. In the year 1905 the court 
had ordered payment of alimony pendente lite by the respondent, and also 
the payment of the taxed costs down to setting down and the costs of 
the hearing. These orders had not been complied with by the respondent, 
who had remained out of the jurisdiction. The cause was placed in the 
reserve list in February, 1906, but on the 2nd of March last the petitioner 
died and probate of her will had been granted to the present applicante. 





lawful contract founded on good consideration. Bubb v. Yelverton (L. R. 
9 Eq. 471) was decided nearly forty years ago, and had been followed | 
since, and they would be legislating, and not declaring the law as it at | 
present existed, if they were to hold the contract to be unlawful, The | 
appeal must be dismissed, but as very great difficulty in dealing with the | 
case had arisen from the fact that no amended claim was framed, there | 
would be no costs of the appeal. 

Fretcuer Movtron, L.J., dissented, holding that compliance with the 
request to hold over the cheque and to say nothing about it not being | 
paid, as it would damage the defendants’ business and prevent other | 
people betting with him, did not amount to good consideration for the 
promise to pay the bet or a sum equal to the amount of the bet. 


Farwe.t, L.J., agreed with Gorell Barnes, P.—Counset, H. S. Cantley ; 
Ritter. Soricrrons, H. Benjamin ; H. Dade § Co. ' 


[Reported by W. F, Banzy, Barrister-at-Law.] 


There was one child, and the petitioner’s estate was being administered 
in Chancery. In support of the application the case of Hawks v. Hawks 
and Fenwick (24 W. R, 489, 1 P. D. 137) was cited. Ou behalf of the 
respondent it was submitted that the form of the application was unusual 
and irregular. [Banxcrave Deane, J.—It might be very inconvenient if a 
co-respondent’s executors were liable to be joined as parties.] Moreover, 
the suit had abated, and the court had uo jurisdiction, as the respondent 
was a domiciled German. 

Banorave Deane, J., said that he could only deal with the motion as it 
stood—as a matter of pure practice. He could not allow the executors 
to be added as petitioners. Accordingly the motion would be dismissed 
with costs, but the executors would have leave to have the costs taxed, so 
as to be in a position to proceed in the ordinary way for their recovery.— 


CounseL, A. Neilson; Harvey Murphy. So.scrrons, Ray § Flower-Eliis 


Bird § Eldvidge. 
{Reported by Diasy Corgs-Preepy, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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BOGER v. BOGER AND HERVE. 


Divorce—Forricn Co-resrponpent—Nortice or CHarces—MArTRIyoNIAL 
Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vicr. c. 85), 8. 28. 

The court will give leave to dispense with naming in the petition a foreign 

co-respondent, who is domiciled out of the jurisdiction, on being satisfied that 
notice of the charges alleged in the petition has been served upon him. 


Motion for leave to dispense with making an alleged adulterer a co- 
respondent, to strike his name from the petition and to proceed without 
naming aco-respondent. From counsel’s statement it appeared that Alnod 
John Boger had filed a petition for divorce against his wife Nathalie 
Caroline Boger, neé Convé, on the ground of her alleged adultery with a 
man named Hervé on the 31st of January and the 5th of May last, and with 
men unknown. M. Hervé was a domiciled Frenchman and the ulleged 
adultery was committed in France. The men unknown could not be traced. 
It was submitted that there was no object ii citing M. Hervé, as the only 
effect would be to put the petitioner to unnecessary expense. The court 
had no jurisdiction over M. Hervé, who might appear under protest and 
compel the petitioner to fight an issue in which the latter was bound to 
fail and be liable to costs, or he might raise the question of jurisdiction at 
the trial, or, finally, he might ignore the citation altogether. Section 28 of 
the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, gave the court power to dispense with 
making an alleged adulterer a co-respondent ‘‘ on special grounds.’’ In the 
present case there was such a special circumstance when it was noted that M. 
Hervé was a foreigner domiciled out of the ec urt’s jurisdiction. The cases 
of Grange v. Grange and Arendt (1892, P. 245). and Baker v. Baker and 
Dwyer (52 Sourcrrors’ Journa, 413; 1908, P. 257) were referred to. 

Barorave Drang, J., said the principle of the court was that if any 
man was accused of adultery he was entitled to come there and deny it. 
He would give leave to dispense with citing Mr. Hervé as a co-respondent 
on an affidavit being filed shewing that he had been served with a notice 
of the charges made against him iu the suit.—Covnsrt, Le Bas. Souicrrors, 
Behrend § Rodger. 


[Reported by Dicey Cores-Pueepy, Barrister-at-Law. | 


3argrave Deane, J. Ist June. 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


Solicitor Ordered to be Suspended for Twelve Months. 


June 1.—Cnances Ernest Ivon Brown, 12, Great James-street, Bedford- 
row, W.C., and Church End, Finchley. 








Societies. 


General Council of the 
ELECTION RESULT. 


Bar. 





shewed an increase, superannuation, the most notable benefit members are 
entitled to, absorbing 78 per cent. of the invested capital, which now 
amounts to £118,000. The cost of administering the funds during 1907 
was only £7 15s. 6d. per cent. of the income received. 

In giving the toast of the evening, ‘‘ Prosperity to the United Law 
Clerks’ Society,’’ Mr. Justice Pickrorp said the institution existed for the 
purpose of helping those law clerks who had become, perhaps, too old to 
perform their accustomed duties, or still worse, had ceased to be able to 
perform them through illness or by other misfortune. The life of a law 
clerk was a hard, though an interesting one, but it did not always give 
everybody the opportunity of providing for the eventualities of life. The 
society had reached a position of prosperity, but though it had many 
menibers, there ought to be many more; its objects were admirable and 
they were admirably carried out. The committee in their annual report 
expressed that view, and also pointed out that while the income had 
increased, the expenditure had also advanced. He trusted that their hope 
that the society would continue to receive generous support from members 
of the legal profession would be gratified. 

Mr. Henry Spray, the hon. treasurer of the society for the past twenty- 
five years, responded to the toast. 





Law Association. 


The ninety-first annual general court of the Law Association for the 
benefit of widows and families of solicitors in the metropolis and vicinity 
was held at the Law Society's Hall on the 28th May, Mr. Cuarues Burt, 
J.P., one of the vice-presidents, being in the chair. Among those present 
were Mr. T. H. Gardiner, Mr. P. W. Chandler, Mr. Rt. H. Peacock, Mr. 
J. E. W. Rider, Mr. Mark Waters and Mr. W. M, Woodhouse (directors), 
and several members, including Messrs. Theodore Bell, E. 8. Courroux, 
G. M. Davey, F. W. Emery, H. Hunter, C. F. Leighton, J. P. R. Lyell, 
A. G. Smith, and E. E. Barron (secretary). 

The directors’ report and balance sheet for the year ending 20th May 
were submitted. After setting out the investments the report states the 
receipts of the association for the past year were as follows: dividends on 
investments £1,347 15s. 7d.; annual subscriptions £319 4s.; donations 
£21 2s. 6d., total £1,688 2s. 1d. ; life subscriptions £52 10s. The expenses of 
the year amounted to £253 18s., leaving a balance of £1,486 14s. 1d., which, 
with £411 5s. 6d. balance from 1907, made an available income for the 
year of £1,897 19s. 7d. Out of this the directors had distributed 
£785 13s. 3d. amongst sixteen members’ cases and £695 8s. 10d. amongst 
thirty-three non-members’ cases, making the total relief granted 
£1,481 2s. 1d., and there remained a cash balance in hand of!£416 17s. 6d. 
towards the expenditure of the current year. Since the formation 
of the association in 1817, the relief granted to members and 
their families has amounted to £79,035 19s. 1ld., and to solicitors 
(non-members) and their families, £16,647 19s. 1d., making a grand total 
of £96,683 19s. With deep regret the directors have to report the 
deaths of the following members of the association: Sir Thomas Paine, 
for many years a trustee; Mr. Harry Curtis Nisbet, for many years a 


The following candidates have been declared duly elected as members of | director, and upwards of fifty years a member; Mr. Frederick Foss, for 


the General Council of the Bar: Messrs. E. Tindal Atkinson, K.C., | Jol i 
ohn Hales, 


W. F. K. Taylor, K.C., P. Q. Lawrence, K.C., Hon. E. C. Macnaghten, 
Cecil, K.C., M.P., N. Micklem, K.C., M.P...T, G. Horridge, K.C., M.P., 
Montague Shearman, K.C., George Cave, K.C., M.P., R. B. D. Acland, 
K.C., George Borthwick, George Henderson, Boydell Houghton, J. Edward 
H. Benn, H. W. Disney, Frank Newbolt, J. A. Hawke, O. Douglas 
Pennant, E. Percival Clarke, W. H. Draper, Thos. Cuthbertson, and 
Geoffrey Lawrence. 





The Law Society. 
NOTICE. 

The annual general meeting of the members of the society will be held 
in the Hal) of the Society on Friday, the 10th of July next, at 2 p.m. 

The following are the names of the members of the Council retiring by 
rotation, viz :—Messrs, Attlee, Barker, Bischoff, Bristow, Dawes, Godden, 
Gribble, Marshall, Sir A. K. Rollit, and Mr. Wightman, 

So far as is known, with the exception of Mr. Bristow, Mr. Godden and 
Mr. Gribble, they will be nominated for re-election. 

There are three other vacancies, one caused by the death of Mr. F. P. 
Morrell, and the others by the resignation of Mr. H. W. Lee and of Mr. P. 
Witham. 

By order, 


, E. W. Witutamson, Secretary. 
Law Society, 2nd June, 1903. 





United Law Clerks’ Society. 

The seventy-sixth anniversary festival of this society was held on the 27th 
ult. at the Hote! Cecil. ‘ 

Mr. Justice Pickroxp presided, and among those present were Mr. F, G. 
Hemmerde, K.C., M.P., Mr. T. G. Horridge, K.C., MP., Mr. H. F. 
Manisty, K.C., Mr. A. Grant, K.C., Mr. A. M. L. Langdon, K.C., Mr. J. 
Roskill, K.C., Mr. L. Sanderson, K.C., Mr. A. J. Walter, K.C., Mr. F. 
Low, K.C., Mr. G. A. Scott, Mr. J. S. Beale, Mr. KR. H. Purves, Mr. E. F. 
Turner, and Mr, G. T. Drury. 

The report stated that during the last year fifty-three new members were 
admitted to the society. The income, including £3,819 interest on the 
capital fund, and_£3,622, members’ coutriputions to the general beuefit 
fund, shewed an increase ofer the previous year. 





some years a director; Messrs. Alfred Thomas Cox, George Edgar Frere, 


William Arnold Hepburn, William Lucas Jones, Hugh 


K.C., W. English Harrison, K.C., John Scott Fox, K.C., Lord Robert | Stirling, W. Lenn Walter, and James Anstey Wild. Thirty-one new 


members had joined the association during the past year, of whom five 
were life members. 

Mr. Woopnovsg, as chairman of the board of directors during the past 
financial year, moved the adoption of the report, calling attention to the 
continued increase in the membership and also to the increased claims on 
the association and assistance rendered during the past year. The motion 
having been seconded by Mr. Marx Waters, the report and balance sheet 
were unanimously adopted. 

The Lord Chief Justice was re-elected president, and the vice-presidents, 
board of directors, and other officers were re-appointed. 








The Banquet to Viscount 
Wolverhampton. 


Viscount WotvernamptTon, Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster, was 
entertained on Friday night in last week at a banquet at the Savoy Hotel. 
Sir George Chubb presided, and among tlfose present were the Earl of 
Dartmouth, Lord Airedale, Lord Sandhurst, Sir Alfred Hickman, Sir 
Albert Rollit, and many members of Parliament. 

After the usual loyal toasts, the toast of ‘‘ Our Guest’’ was proposed by 
the chairman, the Earl of Dartmouth, and the Rev. J. 8. Simon. Lord 
Dartmouth said the House of Lords would be the better, the wiser, and 
the more influential and useful for the presence of their guest, and none 
of Lord Wolverhampton’s friends need fear that the atmosphere of the 
Upper Chamber would have any effect upon his political principles. 

Viscount WoLveRHAMPTON, in reply, alluded to the fact that there was 
nothing whatever political in the proceedings. English political life, 
happily, was free from personal prejudices. There was no country in the 
world—he made no exception, not even in the case of our own Colonies— 
which had a’ parallel in its public life with what was to be found in 
our own Parliament, whether of the one House or the other. He had 
never concealed, as his friends knew, his party views. He had always held 
the opinion that party was an essential feature in the freedom and efficiency 
of our national institutions. Lord Beaconsfield, who possessed, among his 


The expenditure also ‘ many qualities, common sense in a superlative degree as applied to politics 
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once said that Parliamentary government meant party government, and 
that if the one was undeveloped the other was in great danger. He 
thought it was a great mistake to undervalue party politics, or not to 
bear in mind that if they do not have party government they would have 
group government, which was a much greater danger, which was far 
more unchecked, and which was certainly a great deal more immoderate. 
Where they had a group system, as they saw it developed elsewhere, they 
had power put into irresponsible hands. In party government they had a 
combination of men of various talents and views, but all agreeing upon 
certain main principles to which they attached supreme importance ; 
those men could never free themselves from the responsibilities of 
their political actions and conduct. No such feeling existed with 
reference to, or was predominant in, what he was calling groups, 
which were run by either one or two individuals, or by combinations 
of parties, and which in no circumstances could be expected to 
coalesce or to form a united and powerful instrument for the preservation 
of the State. He very much disliked on either side the claiming of a 
monopoly of patriotism or a monopoly of political sagacity. They could 
differ as to policy, administration, or legislation, every man holding his own 
opinions and defending those opinions, and doing his utmost to secure their 
adoption as a permanent influence in the State. Among the criticisms to 
which he had been subjected he met with one the other day about which he 
was not quite certain whether it was intended as censure or compliment. He 
was described in it as combining Liberal principles with Conservative in- 
stincts, and he chose to accept thatasacompliment. Heregarded the presence 
there of political friends and opponents as a proof that his commercial and 
local duties in the borough in which he lived and which he so long repre- 
sented he had discharged irrespective of party feeling, and he received that 
recognition with the greatest gratitude. He would, however, say no more 
about politics. If he lived until the month of October of this year he 
would celebrate his golden wedding with the municipal government and 
institutions of Wolverhampton. Fifty years ago he was elected a member 
of the Town Council of Wolverhampton, and the development and growing 
success of Wolverhampton’s institutions had always kindled in him the 
deepest interest. He had watched them with a care and with an interest 
which he believed even those in Wolverhampton were unaware of. His 
desire and hope was that he had received—and he thought he had received 
—the approval of the town in permanently recording his association with 
it in the name which he submitted to his Majesty in connection with his 
title. He thanked them from the bottom of his heart for the honour they 
had done him that evening, which he should never forget and which they, 
he trusted, would never regret. 








Conveyancing in Old Days at 
Newcastle-upon- Tyne. 


Mr. Ricnarp Wetrorp, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, contributes an interesting 
paper on this subject to Notes and Queries. He says: In ancient deeds 
relating to property in Newcastle-upon-Tyne appear occasionally a couple 
of clauses which, as therein expressed, I have not met with elsewhere. 
One illustrates the local custom of taking declarations made by married 
women ; the other exemplifies the use of an official seal to confirm or 
strengthen the seals of the parties. An example of the first-named 
custom occurs in a deed dated 1336 : 

‘** And I Mariot, being neither driven by force nor by fear of the aforesaid 
Robert my husband, but led by my own free will, have appeared in full 
court, in the town of Newcastle aforesaid, and there, within the four 
benches of the court, holding the holy Gospels of God, I have sworn before 
the Mayor and bailiffs of the town that whatsoever may happen in the 
future regarding my aforesaid husband Robert, this deed I will never 
contradict, nor in anywise presume to make void, but I will and concede, 
for me and my heirs, that from all law and actions touching the aforesaid 
. we are by this deed for evermore excluded.’’ 

Again, in a deed dated 1688: 

‘* And the said Barbara Robson, not any way forced or compelled by her 
said husband Thomas Robson, but of her own free will and accord, hath 
come into the Guildhall of the said town of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, and 
personally appeared in full and open court there, within the four benches 
of the same, before Sir Wm. Creagh, Knight, Mayor, Samuel Gill, Esq., 
Sheriff, and Alderman of the same town, and divers other honest men then 
and there present, and according to the custom of the said town, being 
alone examined and sworn upon the holy Gospels of God, hath sworn that 
whatsoever hereafter shall become of her said husband Thomas Robson, 
this her act and deed she will never contradict nor labour to make void; 
but the same against her and her heirs shall stand firm and stable, and she 
desires that this her act and deed may be inrol!ed.’’ 

The use of the mayoralty seal, i.e. the seal of the mayor as judge in his 
Court of Record (not the corporate seal) is illustrated by the following 
clause at the end of a deed dated 1580. The vendors are a man and his 
wife ; the wife has been to the Guildhall, and ‘‘ within the four benches of 
the court, as the custom is, upon the holy Gospels of God, hath sworn,”’ 
&c., as before. 

‘*In witness whereof to this present writing our seals we have affixed. 
And because our seals by many persons are unknown, the seal therefore of 
the mayoralty of the town we have procured to be affixed. Given this 
16th day of November in the reign of Elizabeth, &c., the 22nd, Anno 
Domini 1580.” 

Then follow the seals and signatures of the vendors, and between them 
the seal of the mayoralty, inscribed ‘‘S. Maiorat’ Ville Novicast’ sup. 
Tinam Ad Causas,’’ with the signature of the mayor, ‘‘ Richard Hodshon.”’ 





Obituary. 


Mr. Joseph Knight. 


We regret to record the death, at the age of eighty years, of Mr. Joseph 
Knight, the senior partner in the firm of Messrs. Knight & Sons, solicitors, 
of Newcastle-under-Lyme, and one of the best known solicitors in Stafford- 
shire. Mr. Knight was a remarkable man in many ways—his ability and 
versatility of intellect were uncommon, and when to these there was added 
a character conspicuous for kindliness and generosity, it is not wonderful 
that he obtained, and retained for over half-a-century, the profound respect 
of every class of people in his district. He was the son of Alderman 
John Hall, J.P., of Tamworth, but took the name of Knight, at the wish 
of his grandfather on the maternal side. He was admitted in 1849, and at 
first practised at Newcastle-under-Lyme in partnership with Mr. Thomas 
Udall and Mr. Francis Stanier, the tirm being Mesers. Stanier, Knight, & 
Udall. A few years later Mr. Stanier withdrew, and the firm became 
Messrs. Knight & Udall, and in 1865 Mr. Thomas Udall retired, and the 
business was thenceforth for some time carried on by Mr. Joseph — 
himself, until in 1886 he took into partnership his son. Mr. J. Guy Knight, 
and the firm became Messrs. Knight & Son, and in 1894 his other son, Mr. 
John H. Knight, was taken iuto partnership, and the firm became Messrs, 
Knight & Sons, and has so continued up to the present time. Mr. 
Knight was, says a local journal, a fine example of the family lawyer. The 
estates of many county families were placed in his hands with the greatest 
confidence. He was also clerk to the ae justices and to the old 
Newcastle Junction Canal Co., and was clerk up to the time of his 
death to the Newcastle Canal Co. He was also solicitor to the 
Staffordshire Potteries Waterworks Co. for thirty-five years, and in 
that capacity obtained a number of the company’s Acts of Parliament. 
He was also borough coroner for Newcastle, and clerk to the Newcastle 
Rural District Council from its formation in 1888, and retired in 1901, 
when he was succeeded by his son. On his retirement from the office 
of clerk to the justices, he was presented by the county justices of 
Pirehill North with a silver tray and dessert set in recognition of 
his fifty years’ service as their clerk, The ceremony took place 
in the Town Hall, Newcastle, in the presence of a very large number of 
county and borough magistrates and ladies. Mr. Knight had a high 
reputation as a mining lawyer, and had a marvellous acquaintance with 
the coal seams of North Staffordshire. He was secretary for many years 
to the Colliery and Iron Masters’ Association, which was dissolved in 1894, 
when it was succeeded by the Colliery Owners’ Association, of which his 
son, Mr. John K. Knight, was appointed secretary, a position he still holds. 
Mr. Knight took the keenest interest in the volunteer movement from its 
inception, and was one of the principal promoters of a volunteer company 
at Newcastle-under-Lyme, of which he was the first captain. He rose to 
the position of lieutenant-colonel, and was made honorary colonel of the 
battalion, a rank which he held up to his death. The death of Mr. Knight, 
says the journal above referred to, will create a sense of loss throughout 
the county, where he was so well known among the leading men of 
Staffordshire. He had practised as a solicitor in Newcastle since 1849 ; he 
was acting clerk to the county justices of Pirehill North for nearly sixty 
years ; he was borough coroner for fifty-eight years; he was clerk to the 
Newcastle guardians for forty-three years; he was a volunteer officer 
in North Staffordshire from 1860, and he was clerk or solicitor to various 
trusts and many county families and companies, and was associated with 
a number of public institutions. Surely this is a good record of life work. 








Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. J. H. W. Pricer has been appointed Counsel for the Crown in all 
cases under the Legitimacy Declaration Act, 1869, in succession to Mr. 
Graham Campbell, who has been appointed one of the Treasury Counsel 
at the Central Criminal Court, 





Information Required. 


Captain Cuartes Ernest Vickers, R.E., deceased.—Any one having in 
his possession a Will of the late Captain Charles Ernest Vickers, R.E., 
of the War Office, Whitehall, 8.W., and of 41, Oakley-street, Chelsea, 
S.W., who died on the 6th February last, or able to give any information 
as to the existence of any Will made by him, is requested to communicate 
3 Mr. J. Clement Brown, solicitor, of 376 and 377, Strand, London, 
W.c. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Henry Porrer and Ernest Orvunpwett, solicitors (Potter & Crundwell), 
Farnham and Guildford. Dec. 31. The said Ernest Ornndwell and 
Frederick Charles Potter, will henceforth carry on the said practice at 
Farnham and Guildford, under the style or firm of Potter & Crund- 
well. [ Gazette, June 2, 
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General. 


The Treasurer (Mr. Duke, K.C.) and the Benchers of Gray’s-inn will 
give a ball to the members of that society in Gray’s-inn Hall on Friday, 
the 10th of July next. 

Professor Holland, K.C., has been elected a corresponding member of 
the ‘“‘ Reale Academia delle Scienze dell’Istituto’’ of Bologna, as also an 
honorary member of the ‘‘ Reale Academia di Scienze Lettere ed Arti’’ of 
Padua. 

There are now, says the Zimes of Wednesday last, nine applications and 
three final appeals for hearing before the Court of Criminal Appeal. Of 
this number nine are appeals from Mr. Justice Ridley, one is from Mr. 
Justice Channell, while in the two remaining applications the name of the 
judge is not given. 

The last ‘‘lot ’’ at a property sale at Chertsey was, says the Evening 
Standard, a freehold pew in the parish church, described in the particulars 
as **No. 1 in the south gallery; land tax 1s. 10d.’’ The auctioneer 
observed that he could hardly understand how there could be “‘ land ”’ tax 
in the gallery, and he also pointed out that until recent years, owing to an 
old Act of Parliament, the owner of the pew was entitled to a parliamentary 
vote. There were no bids for the pew. 

At the Banbury County Court a few days ago, Judge Snagge, before 
hearing a claim for £75 damages, said that recent Acts of Parliament had 
doubled his work. It was shameful that he had to do the work of the 
High Court. He did not like to say what was passing through his mind, 
but County Court Judges were very hardly used. A whole circuit had 
been cut out of the Midlands, and the work had been distributed among 
the adjoining Judges. ‘There seemed to be no consideration for County 
Court Judges. 

A committee has been formed with the object of entertaining Mr. H. H. 
Asquith, K.C., M.P., to dinner in celebration of his appointment to the 
office of Prime Minister. Mr. Asquith has accepted the invitation of the 
committee to dine on the 10th of July, 1908, at the Inner Temple Hall, 
and applications for tickets, by letter only, and accompanied by remittance 
of 25s., should be addressed by members of the Bar wishing to attend to 
Howard d’Egville, Esq., at 2, Dr. Johnson’s Buildings, Temple, E.C. 
As the accommodation is necessarily limited, applications for tickets 
should be sent in as early as possible, but not later than the 25th of June. 

The question of property in letters, say the Paris correspondent of the 
Times, is no more satisfactorily solved by existing French law than it is in 


England. An interesting case began on the 25th ult., at the Seine Civil 
Court, which may help partially to clear up the matter. Mme. Hémon, 
the heir and legal representative of Mérimée, bas brought an action against 
M. Félix Chambon, the librarian of the Sorbonne, for having published. 
without her authorisation, a volume entitled ‘‘ Notes sur Prosper Mérimée,’’ 
containing hitherto unpublished letters. She claims 5,000f. (£200) 
damages. Her counsel, Maitre Masse, discussed before the Court the 
question of property in letters. When 4 letter is confidential, he said, it 


| cannot be published save with the twofold consent of the writer and the 


person to whom it is addressed. But if it is not confidential, the latter 
party owns merely the autograph. He can destroy it, but not publish it. 
‘That is theoretically the law, but it has not always been recognised with 
that precision by the Courts. Thus recently Mme. Leconte de Lisle was 
allowed to suppress a volume of her husband’s letters published without 
her permission, while another Court permitted the Abbé Pereyve, the 
legatee of Lacordaire, to publish that eminent Dominican’s letters as being 
honourable for his memory. M.Chambon’s standpoint is that Mérimée 
had abandoned the literary property in his letters. 


The Select Committee of the House of Commons which is considering the 
question of imprisonment for debt, held another sitting on the 27th ult., 
Mr. Pickersgill, M.P., in the chair. Among the witnesses examined was 
Judge Parry, of Manchester and Salford County Court, who said that his 
experience was that of several other judges, that the present system of 
imprisonment for debt was injurious to the poorer class of citizens. It 
encouraged the giving of reckless credit to the very poor. There were 
three possible alternatives—(1) the abolition of imprisonment; (2) the 
abolition of imprisonment in all cases where credit should not have been 
given ; and (3) the limitation of the present system to cases where means 
were proved to the extent of £2 or £5. In theory he was in favour of 
abolition. He believed that the feeling against abolition expressed before 
the Select Committee of 1893 still existed. The second alternative was 
founded on the suggestion of Lord Bramwell, that the law should not 
trouble itself to collect debts which should not have been incurred. The 
third alternative, though not strictly logical, had, as a business proposal, 
many virtues. He did not think that in 90 per cent. of the judgment 
summonses which came before him the plaintiff could prove means of £2. 
An important consideration in any alteration of imprisonment for debt was 
the protection of the home of the working man from execution. Just as 
he would prevent a working man from mortgaging his labour, so he would 
prevent him from mortgaging his home, and he would make household 
goods to the extent of £20 exempt from execution. 








Court Papers. 
Circuits of the Judges. 


The following Judges will remain in town: The Lorv Cuter Justice or EnGianp and Scrrov, J., during the whole of 
the Circuits ; the other Judges till their respective commission days. 

Norice.—In cases where no note is appended to the names of the Circuit Towns both Civil and Criminal Business must 
be ready to be taken on the first working day ; in other cases the note appended to the name of the Circuit Town indicates 


the day before which Civil Business will not be taken. 
no alteration in the old practice. 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fatpay, May 27. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luerep x CHancery. 


“A” Sywpicats, Liurrep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before June 27, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Sidney J. 
Field, 17, Shaftesbury av, liquidator 

Currrers Usrrep Mives, Linurrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 27, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Athelstan 
Dangerfield, 56, Cannon st, liquidator 

Duepan Co.iierates Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 11, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Annan, 
21, Ironmonger In, liquidator 

Feank Watersovuse, Liurrep (1x Liquipatioy)—Creditors are requested, on or before 
June 9, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to William McEwen, 16, St Helen’s pl, liquidator 

Hart Seconpary Barrery Syypicate, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 15, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to John Harry Poulton, 85, Wallwood rd, Leytonstone, liquidat 

Loxpown Joist Stock Loaw Discount ayp Invesiment Co, Limirsp—Creditors are 
required, on or before July 9, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to-James Harry Baker, 18, Wilton rd, Pimlico. Douglas 
& Co, New ct, Lincoln’s inn, solors for liquidator 

Sipertan Expioration Synpicate, Limitrep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on 
or before June 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Edward O. Lauderdale, 85, London Wall, liquidator 

Wi turnesworts Iron Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented May 25, directed to 
be heard before Swinfen Eady, J, on June17. Court, Liverpool, solor for petners, Notice 
of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
June 16. The London address for service is at the office of Messrs Court & Sparrow, 
8, Laurence Pountney hill 

Woopp’s Cu1tan Options, Liurtep—Creditors are required, on or before July 16, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James Aspin 
Heaton, 18 and 19, Ironmonger In, liquidator 

London Gazette,—Turspay, June 2, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LuatTep tx CHANCERY. 

A. Brack & Co, Limrten—Petn for winding up, presented May 25, directed to be heard 
at Kingston upon Huli, June 19. North & Sons, Leeds, solors for petners. Notice of 
spueee must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 

une 18 

Axsompen Syyxpicats, Limitrp—Creditors are required, on or before July 7, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Albert Heary 
Hawke, 210, Capel House, New Broad st, Allen & Co, Eastcheap, solors for liquidator 

Astakwa Hypravwickine axp Miyinc Corporation, Limttep—Creditors are required, on 
or before July 7, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Albert Henry Hawke, 210, Capel House, New Broad st. Allen & Co, East- 
cheap, solors for liquidator 

CutssoLp Park Hien Scuoot ror Grats, Limirep— Creditors are required, on or before 
July 14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Walter Henry Key, 301, Seven Sisters rd, Finsbury Park. James & Co, Coleman st, 
solors for liquidator 

Kew Enoingenine Co, Limiren—Creditors are required, on or before July 13, to send in 
their names and addresses, and the paiticulars of ther debts or claims, to Andrew 
Archer Gillies, 46, Brown st, Manchester, liquidator 

KwaBen Mines, Lintrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 7, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims,to Albert Henry Hawke, 
210, Capel House, New Broad st. Allen & Co, Eastcheap, solors for liquidator 

Premier DeveLorment Corporation or Mexico, Limitep —Creditors are required, on or 
before July 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Hugh Limebeer, 65, London wall, liquidator 

Satrorp Dyeing AnD Fiyisnine Co, Lintrsp, Maxcuxster—Creditors are required, on or 
before July 14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to William Herbert Rock, 25, Lord st, Liverpool, liquidator 

Tete Concessions Syxpicarr, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or b2fore July 7, to 
rend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Albert 
— ae 210, Capel House, New broad st, Allen & Co, Eastcheap, solors for 

iquidator 











The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


June 10.—Messrs. Danie. Satu, Sox, & Oaxury, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Residences (see advertisement. front page, May 30). 

June 10.—Messrs. D, Burnett, Son, & Bappexxy, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Farms 
and Building Land (see advertisement, page iv, May 30). 

June 10.—Mesers. H, E. Foster & Cranvisxp, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Properties 
and Premises (see advertisement, page v, May 30). 

June 12.—Meassrs. Eviis & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Property (see advertise- 
ment, page v, May 30). 

June 12,— Messrs, Trotiore, at the Mart, at 2: Mansion (see advertisement, page v, 


May 30). 
Result of Sale, 
RevERsIons, 
Messes. H, E, Foster & Cranrigtp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 860) of the 
above-named Interests at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thursday last, when the 


following Lots were Sold at the prices named, the total amount realised being £4,440 :— 
ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS: : : 


To £9,762 11s..., eee ose ose ove oe oot .. Bold £4,000 
To £500... - ee ie! 5 ate! ae 5 eet a” eee 300 
REVERSION to £633 6s, one Sa ue ove oe op 140 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, May 5. 
Barrance, Cuar.es, Brighton, Costumier June5 Barrance v Ellis, Warrington and 
Parker, JJ Cripps & Co, Tunbridge Wells 


Arriazane, Maat Jan, Gateshead May 30 Craven vy Stubbins, Eve, J Arnison & Co, 
enri 
London Gasette.—Turspay, May 12. 
Lownpes, Huan, Bodwyn, Gresford, Denbigh June 11 Tyrer and Macfie v Kennedy, 
er, and Glover, Registrar, Liverpool District Tyrer, Liverpool 
Watkpen, Tuomas, Birkdale, Lancs, Brewer June 13 Lancashire and Yorkshire Bank, 
Limited vy Walkden, Registrar, Liverpool District Jones, Southport 


ve 





London Gasette,—F nivay, May 15. - 
Massey-Marnwaaina, Isapecta Anne, Grovenor pl June 13 Blair v Mainwaring and 
Others, Warri m,J Preston, Old Broad st 
Wessrer, Cuartes, Waltham Abbey. Essex, Farmer June 18 Teaacson and Others v 
Webster and Others, Joyce, J ilkins, Broad st av, Blomfield st 


London Gasetie.—Faipay, May 29. ° 
Axpaew Joun Freperickx, Oldham June 29 Partington v Downs and Watson, Registrar, 
Manchester District Fort, Oléham 
London Gasette.—Turspay, June 2. 
Hurrox, Taomas, Melksham, Wilts, Dealer July 11 Arthur and Another v Hutton and 
Others, Joyce, J Smith, Melksham 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, May 22. 
Baker, Witttam, Bude, Cornwall July 1 Gurney & Craven, Bude 
Bout, Arcarwatp Henry, Piccadilly June 24 Lambe & Co, Hereford 
Brapiey, James, Gamstead, Staffs June3 Hooper & Fairbairn, Dudiey 
Branwoop, Maria Harner, Boscombe, Bournemouth June 24 Yeatman, Bournemouth 
Brovcrtox, James Arravr, Carlisle, Solicitor June 25 Mounsey & Co, Carlisle 
Bryant, Witt1am, Warmley, Glos June 24 Tuckett, Bristol 
CLements, Anyig, Barnes July1 Tatton & Co, Kensington High st 
Coates, Tuomas Varnuam, Ely, Tax Collector June 18 Bartlett & Large, Cannon st 
Da.y, Anna Marta, Micet av, Harlesden June 30 Vincent & Vincent, Budge row 
Duyy, WiiuiaM, Victoria Park rd, Draper July 1 Pritchard & Co, Little Trinity In 
Dvr, Epwarp Cuartrs Meyrick, 8t John’s hill, New Wandsworth une 24 
Trevanion & Co, Bournemouth 
Earr, WititAM Harry, Littlemore, Oxford, Timber Merchant June 30 Walsh & Co, 
Carfax, Oxford s 
Furr, Rosert, Higham’s Park, Walthamstow July 6 Houghton & Son, Finsbury 
pavement 
Furst, Maria, Higham’s Park, Walthamstow July 6 Houghton & Son, Finsbury 
pavement 
Fox, Txomas, Amhurst park, Stamford Hill June 30 Mossop, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Gittert, Freperick, Newcastle upon Tyne, Clothier June 19 WJ8 & J A B Scott, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 
Haut, Roper, Halifax, Draper July1 Jubb & Co, Halifax ' 
Heyry, gaa Cures Josera, Lingfield, Surrey June 24 Frere & Co, Lincoln's inn 
fields 
Hersert, Wittiam, Leicester Jaly1 Freer & Co, Leicester 
Heros, Mary Ann vz 108, Clevedon, Somerset June 27 Witham & Co, Gray’s inn #q 
Horxixs, Cuartes, Harold rd, Leytonstone, Essex, Commercial Traveller July 6 
Lanfear & Co, Cannon st 
Ivonam, Ann, Accrington July1 Broughton & Broughton, Accrinzton 
Irepate, Lestogx Watters, Sinclair gdos, Kensington June 24 Pedley & Co, Bush In 
James, Maaraa Eveawor, Brighton June 20 Hardwick & Blaber, Brighton 
Ke.vetr, James, Farnworth, Lancs, Genetal Dealer June 27 Finney & Co, 
Kiva, Ricuarp, Heighington, Lines, Grocer June 16 Danby & Epton, Lincoln 
Kunuive, Louis, Palace gate, Kensington June 18 Tucker & Co, New ct, Lincoln's inn 
Lana, Ropert, Maldon, Kesex June 24 Sutton & Co, Gt Winchester st 
Lasumar, WiLtiam, Tunbridge Wells July 10 Andrew & Cheale, Tunbridge Wells 
Laymas, Tuomas, Beckenham June 24 Freeman & Son, G e at, Hanover aq 
‘an, nes Detox, Sen, Bury 8t Edmunds June 27 artridge & Wilson, Bury 
it KB 8 
Lonouorst, Jane, Brockley, Kent June 24 Hatten, Gravesend 
Lowrtuer, Capt Francis Wituiam, RN, Upper Brook st, Grosvenor sq July1 Ellis & 
Ellis, Delahay st, Westminster 
Lywas, WILLIAM, Middlesbrough June 30 Cohen, Stockton on Tees 
Macxaertn, Evizasetn, Cockerham, Lancs June 10 ul, 
Micvier, Mary Ans, Bath Junez7 Jones, Ludgate hill 
Nanoue, Ayne Canouine CaTHarine, George st, Portmansq June 27 Witham & Co, 
Gray’s inn sq 
Noppxe, Joun Benxsamtx, Bradford, Broker July 1 Wade & Co, Bradford 
Oxenuam, Susannan, Piccadilly Juae 19 Gribble & Co, Bedford row 
Payor. James, ‘Tyne Dock, nr South Shields June 30 Cohen, kton on Tees 
Perry, Tuomas Atoysius, Avon Dasset, Banbury June 27 Witham & Co, Gray’s inn sq 
Pricer, Kpwiy, Tipton, Surgeon June 1 a & Wilkins, Wolverhampton 
Rasreicx, WitutamM Hewry, Shanklin, I of June 24 Robiason, Southsea 
Reap, Ann, Nortntield, Worcester June20 Westwood, B 
Suzpragp, Jaye Lance, Paignton June 30 Kirby & Co, The Sanctuary, Westminster 
Sims, Many Ayy, Wincanton, Somerset June 24 Cash, Wincanton 
Suirn, Amprose Aupo, Clifton, Bristol, Sanitary Engineer July 8 Pitt & Son, Bristol 
Srurpy, Joun Heyry. Moss Side, Manchester June 20 Stead, Manchester 
Surcurre, Richarp Henay, Bradtord Jaly1 Wade & Co, Bradford 
Txuompson, EvizaBety, Morecambe June 15 Vawcett & Unsworth, Morecambe 
Treve.yaN, Frances, Eaton pl June 27 Witham & Co, Gray's inn sq 
Trevcrort, Geos, Halsey st June 27 Witham & Co, Gray’s inn sq 
Taist, Rev Jenumian, Plymouth June 20 Kerby, Truro, Cornwall 
reer — Joan Launce.ot, Midgham Vicarage, nr Reading June 15 Howard & Co, 
ichester 
Warnwaicnt, Eryest Henry, Amersham, Bucks, Schoolmaster June 24 Banks & Co, 
Heywood, nr Manchester 
Watton, Esturr Exizaperu, Thurleigh rd, Wandsworth Common June 30 Mead & 
Sons, Jermyn st, St James’s 
Wituers, Tuomas, Chelmsford, Organ Builder June 30 Gray, Che'’mrford 
Woop, Wittiam Cecit, Colchester June 19 Lyell & Betenson, Gray’s inn 
London Gasette.—Turspay, May 28. 
Atsor, Antooxsy McL«ay, Darley Dale, Derby, Barmaster Sept 29 Mee & Co, Retford 
Beaumont. Rev Tuomas Grorce, Leamington June 30 Blake & Co, Serjeants’ inn 
Caupie, Many, Cheltenham July 10 Biilings, Cheltenham 
Cutscu, Jane, Gravesend July 10 Tolhurst & Oo, Gravesend 
Cotvix, Sir Avcxtanp, KCMG, KOSI, CIE, Wickham Market, Suffolk June 39 
Gadsden & Pennefather, Bedford row 
Cooxe, Groner, King’s Cross, Halifax June 24 Godfrey & Co, Halifax 
Denuam, Josian Duwetgrvitiz, Osbaldeston rd, Upper Clapton, Wine Merchant 
July 8 Lamb & Co, Ironmonger In 
Feex, 8anau Any, Gt Yarmouth June 24 Wiltshire & Co, Gt Yarmouth 
Gatrirr, Mari Josrpure, Joinville le Pont, Seine June 30 Biake & Co, Serjeants’ inn 
Gitseat, Ricuarp Hotcanps, Iden, Sussex, Farm Bailiff June 9 Dawes, Rve, Sussex 
Gittins, James Hanmer, Victoria st, t ee 1 Pointon & Evershed, Bi 
Harvey, Joun Rouvayp, Dudley, Habe her Junel9 Jobson & Marshall, 
Hawktss, Fraxcis Vavoenay, Old sq, Lincoln’sinn, Barristerat Law June 27 - 
croft & Co, Theobald’s 14 
Horsey, Joun Cuartes, Twickenham July 31 Garrett, Gt James st, Bedford row 
lg Tuomas, Bledlo #, Bucks, Farmer June 29 Wood, High Wycombe 
oy, Sir James, Manchester June 30 Addleshaw & Co, Manchester 
Hume, Evvey, Salford June29 Beech, Mancnester 
Jose, Ayw Mercuant, Helston, Cornwall June13 Thomas, Helston 
a ita Evizaseta, Cheyne walk, Chelsea June 24 Peake & Co, 
row 
Mansuawz, Wituiam, Halifax, June 24 God & Co, Halifax 
Maruiz, Evizaseta Ayn Yates, pool June 27 Waterhouse, Blackpool 
Miuies, Emma 8anan, Walmer, Kent June 30 Brown & Brown, Deal 
Miroweit, Wrutiam, Pump ct, Temple, Barrister at Law July 1 Stow & Co, Lincoln's 
ino 


Morecaart, Hangigt Juuia, Dover June 26 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
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Naw, Grorcer Wi1114mM, Totterdown, Bristol July 15 Meade-King & Sons, Bristol 

Payton, Huon. Harborne, Staffs June 24 Wright, Birmingh+m 

Pue.rs, Cuaries, Alderbrook 1d. Balbam hill July 1 Wood, Wrington, Somerset 

Pitkin tox, Wiiisam, Bickerstaffle, Lancs June’3 Brighouse & Co, Ormskirk 

Prowssz, Janz, and Euma Prowser, Kath July 11 Simmons & Co, Rath 

Rezev, Joun Gotpswortay, Helston, Cornwall, Merchant June 15 Thomas, Helston 

Ricuaapsox, Wittiam Peinam. Brockenhurst July 8 French, Boscombe, Bournemouth 

Ripovey, Cuarvzs, Claremont rd,Crickiewood Junel5 Clifton, New ct, Lincolo’s ina 

Ruoves, Joux, bradford, or Gaeannoven Ruopes, Bradford June 24 Wright & Co., 
Bradford 

Roxrsvek, Euiza, Horsell, nr Weking June 24 Burchell & Co, Victoria st 

Rose, James Cuarces, Old Trafford, Manchester June 30 Preston & Smith, Manchester 

Szers, Wiviiam, Stafford Juneé Pickering & Pickernng. Stafford 

Si.vesrea, Hewry Ronerr, MD, South side, Clapham Comm June 39 Tucker. Bath 

Feira, Evizavnetu Jupp, Bush Hill Fark, knfield June 3) Leslie & Hardy, Bedford row 

Sreay, Yittsam Burton, Ninfleld, Sussex July 1 Sheppard & Son, Battie, Sussex 





Stantoyx, Artnur Gwyer, Lyndale, Childs Hill, Tea Broker July 1 Lowndes & Son, | 


George st, Mansion House 

Sraret, Josryru Evwaxp, Caterbam, Surrey, Underwriter June 30 
Leadenhall st 

Taytor, Caarcrs, Horton Manor, nr Slough Jy'y 2) Blyth & Co, Gresham House, 
Old Broad st 

Ticpesiry, Joux, Atherton, Lancs, Joiner June 15 Hayward. Leigh 

Tucker, Ricnaxp, Hillersdon av, Barnes July 2 Morgan & Co, Holborn visduct 

Van-per-Mruvex, Anna, Chard, Somerset June 25 Gr bble & Co, Redford row 

Watpen, Witutiam Henny, Maves rd, Wood Green, Architect’s Clerk of Wo:iks June 5 
Pheasant, Duke st, Adelphi 

Watton, Kerner Exvizanern, thurleigh rd, Wanisworth Common June 30 Mead & 
Sons, Jermyn st, St James’ 

Wueerenr, Wititam James, Elmburet st, Clapham July 3 Robinson, Gt Marlborough st 

Wiaatns, Caroitne, Moulton, Northampton June22 J & C Markham, Northamoton 

Wioranm, Hanniet, Much Hadham, Herts June 30 Ricer & Co, New, eq. Lincoln’s inn 

Wiipranam, Evtey, Langcliffe, Dean Park, Bournemouth June 30 Crosman & Co, 
Theobald’s rd, Gray’s inn 

Woop, Mary Exizapern, Sheffield July 14 Irons, Sheffield 

oops, Wituiam, Chichester, Minister June 22 Nye & Clewer, Brighton 
London Gasette.—Fripay, May 29. 

Atrexnornovan, Jonyx, Nottingham, Builder June 27 Travell, Nottingham 

Basnam, Evizapetu Any, Wellington rd, 8t John’s Wood June 24 Knapp-Fisher & 
Sons, Buckingham gate, Westminster 

Bentiry, Witiiam, North Shelds Juiy10 R. & R. F, Kidd, North Shields 

Binauam, James, Hillsborough, Sheffield July 10 Fernell, Sheffield 

Boswortn, WittiamM, Wisbech, Cambridge, Innkeeper July 1 Welchman & Dewing, 
Wisbech 

Bourke, Pacer Jonn, St Edmund's ter, Regent's pk June 3) Lee 
Sanctuary, Westminster 

Broomrizip, Levi, Hounsdown, Eling, Southamptcn, Licensed Victualler 


& Co, The 
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Waltons & Co, | 





June 6. 1908. | 





| Duxcan, Carnotrye. Redhill, Surrey August 1 Morrisons & Nightingale, Redhill 
| Frercner, Exviza, Leamington Spa Juse 30 Wright & Co, Leamington _ 
| FurnrvaL, Mary Awy, Bartherton, nr Nantwich, Chester July 1 Whittingham, Nant- 


wich. 
Garsipe, Ayy, Aspley, Huddersfield June 3) Ward & Hurst, Huddersfield 
Gives, Any Evizanetnu, Lancaster gate July 1 Honey & Honey, Fenchurch st 
Givers, Wittiam Robert, Teignmouth, Jeweller July 1 Gould, Exeter 
Gore, Josera, Kirkby, Lancs, Farmer June 27 Hosking, Liverpool 
Govutpsmitu, Henry Jonny, Eastbourne June 3) Wintle, Eastbourne 
Granam, WitiiaMm, Newport, Mon July11 Graham, Hanover st 
Greosoy, Aice, Reigate Augi1 Morrisons & Nightingale, Redhill, Surrey 
Garmster, Caarves, Park Row, Bristol July4 Dickiasou & Co, Weston super Mare 


| Heap, Henry, Hove, Sussex June 24 Trangmar, Hove 


Hippuestoy, Rosert, Chesterton, Cambridge June24 Symonds, Cambridge 

Hortuam, Right Hon. Jouy, Baron, Yorks July 25 O’Bryen Taylor, Great St Helen’s 

Hoye, Hexry, Rochdale June 27 Jackson & Co, Rochdale 

Hurcuisson, Evitzasera Exes, Scarborough July7 Hick & Son, Scarborough 

Joyes, Tuomas, Penycae, Ruabon, Denbigh, Postmaster July 1 James & James, 
Wrexham 

Law, Atraep NaTHanikt, Victoria st June 27 Hemsley & Co, Old Burlington st 

Louu, Joun, Leigh, Lancs, Cabinet maker June 22 Hayward, Leigh 

LoveGrove, WaAureR, Marlow, Estate Agent June 10 Cripps & Shone, Marlow 

Lowry, Husert Lesuiz, Gosport, Hants July 6 Kingsford,|& Co, Essex st, Strand 

Lurroy, Mary, Liverpool June 29 Cockshutt & Dunkerley, Preston 

Marrceet, Wi.t1am, Southampton, Joiner July 14 Stephens & Locke, Southampton 

Marsroy, Harriette, Ludlow, Salop June 30 Weyman & Co, Ludlow, Salop 

Me.ior, Many, Manchester July 10 Warburton, Manchester 

Morniss, Emma Manta, Harrogate June 2) Arnott & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Monros, Saran Ann, Macclestield July 1 Pattinson, Macclesfield 

Noox, Wituam, Long Eaton, Derby, Butcher June 13 Wilson, Long Eaton, nor 
Nottingham 

Osporne, ALICE SMALL, Droxford, Hants July 13 Trapnell, Bristol 

Pacis, Sornra, Bancroft rd, Mile End rd June 30 Rutland, Chancery In 

Proxarb, Taomas, Edgbaston, Bumingham July7 Clarke & Co, Birmingham 

Pirtmax, Many Any, Leigham ct rd, Streatham June 27 Becher, Bedford row 

Prixst, Cuarves, Saddleworth, Yorks, Schoolmaster June 7. Tanner, Oldham 

Prorurro, Caroiine, Prestwick, Ayr, N Britain June 30 Barker & Uo, Bedford row 

Srament, Cuarves, Lausanne, Switzerland July1 Bischoff & Co, Great Winchester st 

Starrer, Turron James, Long Acre, Coach builder June 30 Barker & Co, B-dford row 

Surra, Tuomas Grauam, Malmesbury, Wilts July 1 Janson, & Co, College hill 

Rimixcton, Mary Money, Eastbourne July 1 Hores & Co, Lincola’s inn Fields 

oss, Saran Gaoas, Newcastle upon Tyne July1 Arnott & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Ropinsos, MarGcaret, Jasper rd, Upper Norwood July 8 Collisson & Co, Bedford row 

Rozsoy, Ann, Hendon, Sunderland June 30 Thorburn Nesbit, Sunderland 

RouiayD, ALEXANDER TuLLocu, Eastbourne July 7 Col yer, Bristow & Co, Bedford rw 

Tait, Henry Georce Grey, Norham on Tweed, Northumberland June 20 Weddell, 
Rerwick upon ‘weed 

Topp, Faeperick, Oxford rd, Kilburn, Architect June 30 Routh & Co, Southampton st, 





Coxwell & Pope, Southampton 


Canon, Micuart, Kingston upon Hull June 26 Pearlman, Kingaton upon Hull 


Crayton, Emma, Lincoln June 22 Hebb & Sis, Lincoin 


Cross, Fuank, Bristol July 4 Dickinson & C+, Weston super Mare 
Davivsos, Wittiam Marsnart, Elgin av, Maida Vale June 30 Duffield & Co, Broad 


st av 


Davies, Jane Waitsy, Wooland Park, Colwyn Bay July 13 Hickin, Birmingham 
Davisr, Renecca Any, Claremont rd, Forest gate June 3) Carr & Co, 23, Rood In, 


‘enchurch st 


Bankruptcy Notices. 
London Gasrtte.— Fripay, May 29. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Anprew, Wiuttam, Little Huiton, Lancs, Engineor’s Clerk 
Bolhion Pet May 26 O:d May 26 

Arxissos, Wittiam, Blackhil, Durham, Building 
Inspector Newcasileon Tyne Pet May 27 Ord May 2i 

Baagtiettr, Eviis Asumeap, 8t James’s ct, Buckingham 
Gate High Court Pet March v6 Ord May 26 

Beynon, Cuaries Kicuarp, Cambridge, Tailor Cambridge 
Pet May 2u O:d May 26 

Bixouam, Jonun James, Deal, Kent Confectioner Canter- 
bury Pet May 15 Ord May 23 

Barwis, Tuomas 8S, Kingston, Surrey, Coal Merchant 
Kingston Pet May 13 O:d May 26 

Baoapueapd, Arrxev, Hunslet, Lerds, Journeyman Cabinet 
Maker Leeds Pet May 25 Ord May 25 

Bayan, Grornos Asner, Keiham, Notts, Portable Buildings 

nufacturer Nottingham Pet May 26 Ord Mwy 26 

Buckincuam, F R, Northoote av, Southall, Builder 
Windsor Pet April4 Ord May 25 

Cuarke, Lesiir, Chalfont St Gile+, Bucks, Insurance 
Broker Aylesbuy Pet March 17 Ord May 11 

Crare Brornens, Romford rd, Forest Gate, Essex, Builders 
High Cowt Pet Aprl30 Ord May 26 

Eccurstos, James, Radcliffe, Lancs Bolton Pet May 25 

cd Mny 25 

Evays, Artuur, Pool Farm, Eaton Bishop, Hereford, 
Farmer Hereford Pet May 27 Ord May 27 

Faisrax. Eve, Ki borough Manor, nr York York Pet 
May 12 O1d May 27 

Furtrer, Wit1iam Grorcr, Mortimer Common, Berks, 
Baker Reading Pet May 23 Ord May v3 

Ganaett, Faapeeicxe Heanert Wiiiiam, Westcliff on Sea, 
Eesex, Boot Dealer Chelmsford Pet April 28 Ord 
May 25 

Gisnons, Percy W, Aldershot, Grocer Guildford Pet 
May 8 Ord May 26 

Gisss, Eoserr Antuvr Deywis, Lewisham. Insurance 
Agent Greenwich Pet May 1 Ord May 26 


Gaanam, Ernest, Deptford, Newspaper Proprietor Green- 


wich Pet March 1% Ord Mav 26 

Ga:rritas, Fictarp, Pantygraigwen, Pontypridd, Glam, 
Collier Pontypridd Pet May 25 O1d May 25 

Haat, Evwarp Burrett, High Beech, Loughton, Pig 
Breeder Edmonton Pet May2 Ord May 25 

Hinscry, Epwis, 8mallshaw, Asbton under Lyne, Lancs, 
Farmer Ashton under Lyne Pet May 25 Ord May 25 

Josze, Joun Mosris, Catford, Kent, Dairyman Greenwich 
Pet May 25 Ord May 25 

Jouw Keswick & Sons, Blossom st, York, Builders York 
Pet May 9 Ord May 27 

Kiasy, Jonw Witiiam, King’s Heath, Stationer Birming- 

Pet May 25 Ord May 25 

Kitcnixna, Ernest, Kingston upon Hull, Plumber 
Kingston upon Hull Pet May2/ Ord May 27 

Lorp, Atnert. Higher Openshaw, Manchester, Elects ical 
Sogimeer Manchester Pet May 20 Ord May 27 





is See EOE ERB 


Bloomsbury 


Linc »in’s inn fields 


Tucker, Mape.ine, Walsingham mans, Fulham rd July 13 Pennington & Son, 


Watnsvey, Saran Anne, Birkdale, Southport July1 Parkinson & Co, Manchester 
Wass, Jonn Tuomas, Kingston upon Hull Junel5 Jacobs & Dixon, Hull 


WELLs. Grorce, Kendal, Westmorland, Furniture Dealer July 17 Thomeon & Wilson, 


Kendal 


Wuirenseap, Bensamry, Greenfield, Saddleworth. Yorks June2 Tanner, Oldbam 


Wiipe, Wiiuiam, Ashton under Lyne, Lancs Junel5 Hurst & Hewitt, Ashton under 
Disss, Witiiam Jony, Brighton July 10 Lexley & Co, Cheap:ide Lyne 





MarsHart, Cuartes Joseru, Old Kent rd, Tobacconist 
High Court Pet May 23 Ord May 27 

Marsuart, G, Southsea, Hants, Draper 
Pet May12 O:d May 26 

Mason, Haraier, Brighton, Proprietress of Holiday Home 
Brighton Pet May 25 Ord May 25 


Portsmouth 


Dis April 14 Ord Resc Ord Rese Rec Ord, and Dis 
Pet May 14 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


| Anprew, Witxram, Little Hulton, Lancs, Engineer's Clerk 


June l6at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 


| AsnwortH, Axprew, Burnley, Furniture Broker June 6 


MEALe, Sco1r Stan ey, Coltishall, Norfolk, Photographer | 


Norwich Pet May 25 Ord May 25 

Moon, Grorar, Cambridge, Draper Cambridge Pet May 
12 Ord May 26 

Muiarp, James, Llantarnam, Mon, Farmer Newport, 
Mon Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

Nisietr, Tuomas, Cumberland rd, Barking 1d, Esex, 


Music Hall Manager High Court Pet May 25 Ord | 


May 25 
Now, Ben. amis, Beeston Hi!l, Leeds, Greengrecer Le2ds 
Pet May 27 Ord May 27 


Orcaarp, Joseru James, Long Eaton Derby Pet May 25 | 


Ord May 25 
Pascor, Josepn, 
Pet May 16 Ord May 27 


tejruth, Cornwall, Farmer Truro | 


Psaece, Jony, Cheltenham, Coal Merchant Cheltenham | 


Pet May 26 Ord May 26 


Perke*, Joun Witiiam, Crewe, Grocer Crewe Pet May 25 


Ord May 25 


Powrti, Joun, West Cliff. Whitstable, Kent Canterbury | 


Pet Msy8 Ord May 23 


Priest, ALtyaep Ernest, Norwich, Photographer Nor- | 


wich Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

Smite, Epwarp, Coventry, Motor Body Fitter Coventry 
Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

SmurTHWAITe, Tuomas, Newcastle on Tyne, Builder New- 
castleon Tyne Pet May 13 Ord Mav 27 

Tomas, Josers Wrhtutam, Leicester, Piano Desler 
Leicester Pet April 9 Ord May ll 

Tytre, Samve., Long Sutton, Lincs, Butcher King's 
Lyne Pet May 27 Ord May 27 

Watker, GrorGe Hersert, Milford, Derby, Greengrocer 
Derby Pet My 27 Ord May 27 


Waryre, Cuanres, Coventry, Warp Dresser Coventry | 


Pet May 26 Ord May 26 


at 10.45 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 
Bartiett, Exvuis Asumeap, St James’ ct, Buckingham 
gate June 10 at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st. 
Brown, Tsomas Henry and Joun Bonn, Birkdale, Lancs, 
Builders Junel0at11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 


poo: 

Cuacmers, Rosert BexJamix, Erdington, Warwick, Lamp 
Manufacturer June 11 at 11.30 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 

Craeg® Brotuers, Romford rd, Forest Gate, Essex, Builders 
June 10at1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Crarke, Lesuir, Chalfont 8t Giles, Bucks, Insurance 
Broker June6at12 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

Eccieston, James, Radcliffe, Lanes, Maker-up in a Finish- 
ing Works June6ati1l 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

E.uis, Reainatp Groror, Devonport June 9 at 11 il, 
8t Aubyn st, Devonport 

FLITTER, 1LL1AM Gora, Mortimer Common, Berks, 
Raker June 11 at 11,30 Queen’s Hotel, Reading 

Grirritas, Ricnarp, Pantygraigwea, Pontypridd, Glam, 
Collier June 10 at 10.30 Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, 
Pontypridd 

Hart, Eowarp Buere.t, High Beech, Loughton, Essex, 
Pig Breeder Junel2at3 14, ford row 


| Jameson, Cuana, Middlesbrough, Caterer June 12 at 11 


Wipvowson, Samver, Leicester, Baker Leicester Pet | 


May 26 Ord May 26 
Wituiams, Frank, St Stephen’s in Branwell, Cornwall, 
Farmer Truro Pet May 27 Ord May 27 
Wortutseton, Ronatp, Scarborough Scarborough Pet 
May 27 Ord May 27 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 15: 
Taomas, Tuomas Henry, Neston, Cheshire, Builder Bir- 
kenbead Pet April25 Ord May 11 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 26: 


| Brows, Taomas Henry, and Jonn Bown, Birkdale, Lancs, 


Builders Liverpool Pet May 21 Ord May 21 
ORDER RESCINDING ORDER RESCINDING RE- 


CEIVING ORDER, AND DISMISSING PETITION. 


Russett, Hersert Samvuer, Hatch End, Middlesex High 
Court Rec Ord March 11 Pet March 11 Resc and 


Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Jouy, Josian, Clydach, Llangyfelach, Glam, Tailor June6é 
at1l Off Rec, 81, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Lee, Wittiam Hersert, Southport, Assistant Storekeeper 
June 10 at12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Lzewiy, Georoe, Reading, Club Steward June 11 at 12 
Queen’s Hotel, Reading 

Lumspen, Joun Tuomas, Waterloo, Blyth, Northumberland, 
Tailor June 6 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, New- 
castle on Tyne 

Manrsuatt, G, Southsea, Hants, Draper June 9 at 3 Off 
Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

Miiier, Frepericx Jouy, Reading, Storekeeper June 11 
at 12.30 Queen's Hotel, Reading 

Nistetr, Tuomas, Cumberland rd, Barking rd, Essex, 
Music Hall Manager June 10at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 

Parest, Atrrep Ernest. Norwich, Photographer June 6 
at 1230 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 


| Rees, Wittiam. Waunwea, Swansea, Copperworker June 





Hat 11.30 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Rounp, Freperick ALsert, Wootton Wawen, Warwick, 
Baker Junel0at11 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Se_iers, Hexsert Burpett, Preston, Manchester Goods 
Merchant June 6 at 10.30 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, 
Preston 4 

Sueruxep, Geonae Apert, Seven Kings, Ilford, Essex, 
Builder June 12at12 14, Bedford row 

Suita, WittiAm Srantey, Bersham, nr Wrexham June 
10at2 The Priory, Wrexham 
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ADJUDICATIONS. 


Ayprew, Wittram, Little Hulton, Lancs, Engineer’s 
Clerk Bolton Pet May 26 Ord’ May 26 

Asuworrs, Isanecta, Briersfield, Lamcs Burnley Pet 
May8 Ord May 27 

Atkinson, Wit.1AM, Blackhill. Durham, eine Inspector 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet May 27 Ord May 

AvFrHoLz, ie leombe st, Marylebone itigh Court 

‘et April8 Ord May 26 

Bartiett, Ernest at a Leeds, Painter Leeds Pet 
April16 Ord May 26 

Benton, CHARLES ~~ => aaa Tailor Cambridge 
Pet May 20 Ord May 26 

BroapHEeaD, AFrepD, Hunslet, Leeds, Someespeaaa Cabinet 
Maker Leeds Pet May 25 Ord May 25 

Bayan, Gzorce Ansyer, Kelham, Notts, Portable Buildings 
Manufacturer Nottingham Pet May 26 Ord May 26 


CaLuenper, Witt1am Marsaat, Queen Victoria st, Paper 
acturer High Court Pet Jan15 Ord May 26 

Eoctestox, James, Radcliffe, Lancs, a po in a Finish- 
ing Works Bolton Pet May 25 Ord May 26 

Etwew., Grorer, and Tomas A Short Heath, nr 
Wolverhampton, Licensed Victuallers Wolverhampton 
Pet May 9 Ord May 25 

Evans, Artavr, Pool Farm, Eaton ras Hereford, 
Farmer Hereford Pet May 27 Ord Ma 

Furrrer, Wituam Gerorcr, Mortimer aaa Berks, 
Baker Reading Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Goacnuer, Erxest, Worksop, Notts, Electrical Engineer 
ae ng Ord May 25 P 4a, Glam, 

Gairritns, Ricnarp watreiowes, 3 ‘on’ i 
Collier Pontypridd Pet May 25 a May 25 

Groman, Hares, Mare st, Hackney Ontieh ‘Court Pet 
June 25,1907 Ord May 22 

Hiystry, Epwiy, Smalishaw, Ashton under Lyne, anne, 
Farmer Ashton under Lyne Pet May 25 Ord May 25 

Jamas, Jonn Exvtsna Bown, Bristol, Builder Bristol Pet 

ay 19 O:d May 27 

Jones, Joun Morais, _— Dairyman Greenwich Pet 
May 25 Ord May 

Kirsy, Joun Wussas,K King’s Heath, Worcester, Stationer 
Birmingham Pet Ma y 25 Ord May 25 

Krroaine, Ernest, Kin m upon Hull, + ed Kings- 
ton upon Hull Pet May 27 Ord May 27 

Mason, Hargiet, Brighton, <r of Holiday Home 
Brighton Pet May 25 Ord May 

Meats, Soorr Srawnvey, Coltishall, Nortel, Photographer 
Norwich Pet May 25 Ord May 

Mutiarp, James, Liantarnam, Mon, Farmer Newport, 
Mon Pet May 26 Ord May 2 

Nisiett, Tomas, Cumberland Sa, Barking rd, Essex, 
ays Hall Manager High Court Pet "May 25 Ord 

a 

Seen, Beysamis, Beeston _. Leeds, Glass Dealer 
Leeds Pet May 27 Ord May 27 

OrcuarD, JosrPx a. Long Eaton, Derby Derby Pet 
May 25 Ord May 

Pearce, Jouy, Chelvcaham, Coal Merchant Cheltenham 
Pet May 26 Ora May 28 

Perkes, Jonx Wit1iam, Crewe, Grocer Crewe Pet May 
25 Ord May 25 

Pairst, ALFRED Ernest, Norwich, Photographer Norwich 
Pet Ma: May 26 


etiing rd, Ealing 
4 Fitter Coventry 


Quitters, Freperick Russet, 
Brentford Pet Feb11 Ord Ma 

Smrru, Epwarp, Coventry, Motor 
Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

Steruens, Henny Aaa bln Parley, Surrey, Drug Mer- 
chant High Court Pet April3 Ord May 21 

Stevenson, Hues, Catherine st, Palace st, Buckingham 
Palace rd High Court Pet "April 2 Ord May 21 

Sr Jouy, Caarntes Grey, Osborne mans, Northumber- 
land st, Builder High Court Pet Janis Ord May 26 

Tyrter, Samurt, Long Sutton, _ Butcher King’s 
Lynn Pet May 27 Ord May 27 

Watker, Georcz Hersert, Milford, Derby, Greengrocer 
Derby Pet May 27 Ord May 27 

Warver, Cuaaces, Coventry, arp Dresser Coventry 
Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

Wivpowsos, Samor., © someones Baker Leicester Pet 
May 26 Ord May 

Wiuiams, Frayk, be t atephen’s in Branwell, Cornwall, 
Farmer Truro Pet May 27 Ord May 27 

Wortutxetox, Ronarp, Scarborough Scarborough Pet 
May 27 Ord May 27 





Amended notice substituted ~ it + ~ eae 
D A LY Tikal, Sete Tailor Walsall 
ONS, nTaur Gissox, Lic 8, 
Pet March 14 Ord May 9 ; 


Amended ni of substituted oe sed published in the 
London Gazette of 
Brown ae 7 Hewry, and Joun is he Birkdale, Lancs, 
B Liverpool Pet May 21 Ord May 21 
"ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


a Joux, Ipswich Ipswich Adjud Msy 15 Annul 


ne ny Pat, Salisbury, Wilts, _— Salisbury 
Adjud Aug 24, 1907 Annul May 21, 1908 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, June 2. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Aangenag Bertram Vavonay, i Mnalignte, Kent Canter- 

bury Pet Feb3 Ord May 30 

Armitacs, Gresxwoop, Hamlet gdns, Ravenscourt park. 
ins go Manufacturer Pet May 29 Ord 

ATKIN, ieowm, Gt pty nr Stafford, Butcher Stafford 
Pet May 30 Ord Ma 

Baxer, At¥aep Epwarp, Picture Frame Maker 
Gloucester Pet May 28 Ord May 28 

Baker, Witu1am Cueistorngr, Gt Saapoui, Baker Gt 
Yarmouth tony 29 } web nags 

Buyaarp, O.ive a on wa May , ene Mason 
Brighton Pet 

CatrTe.., WALLACE Hawn, 1 pn All Greenwich Pet 
May 28 Ord Ma ~~ 

Crassey, Epwaap Wit.iam, Cave’s Farm, Pi , Somer- 

set, Farmer Y Yeovil Pet May 28 Ord "May 

a. Percy Atsert, Hereford, Duntiens Dealer 

Couns Fas Pet 5 ay — May 30 ads 
ite ‘RANK cyanea, er 

bet Ma Bon M May 


"Brass Fisher. W.R. Swindon 


Gnu, 8 ‘ew rd, Cemmnaneted of, Secretary High Court 
y 


15 {Ord May 29 
rd, Wandsworth Common 
Wandsworth Pet May 8 Ord 


y 28 
Grey, en ALBERT, 
Cardiff Pet May 8 Ord Ma: 
Gairriras, Witiiam, Small Warwick, Baker Bir- 
mingham Pet May 28 Ord May 28 
Hawprorp, James Hewry, Burton on Trent, es Plumber 
5 Lag re meee Pet Ma 6, Onl May 
_ BRAHAM AROHIBALD, Palace peiingham: gate 
Court Pet April1é Ord May 29 
Seusemm, Wiiiiam Martraews, — Lines, Wheelwright 
nee Ronee ee Be esi 
ETTLE, Bensamin Fiata, Parkmore, jussex, 
Dealer Brighton May 30 Ord May 30 
Kirsy, Agtuur Tome. Sherwood ham, Solicitor 
o ‘et May 28 Ord 
Liugwetyry, ae 4 Carpenter 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30° 
Grorex Hereert, Halifax, Decorator 


McBreen, Taomas, Folkestone 
bury Pet May 30 Ord May 30 
MoKenpriock, a Wimpole wt Letter of Apartments 
High Court Pet March 24 Ord May 27 
Mavsprett, Cuartes Gopwin, Frome, Somerset, Baker 
Pet May 29 Ord May 29 


Moors, Stantey Harper, "on May 30° 
iter High Court Pet May 30 

Amerland rd, andsworth, | 

Pet May 7 Ord 


nr Doncaster, 


Nairn, Cuaates Srvaar, 
Shipping Agent Wandsworth 


y 28 
es = Fareperick Wi.itam, Balby, 


Maesteg, Sum, Iron regent 


Jackson, Wiii1a Ascuea, 





airdresser Sheffield Pet May 30 Und May 30 
Payse, Henry ee Penhallow, Perranzabuloe. 
Cornwall, General Dealer Truro Pet May 29 Ord | 


May 29 
Suarwizky, M, Middlesex st, Cycle Dealer High Court | 
Pet Aprilil Ord May 28 | 


Brave, WiiiiaM Deaxty, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet 
May 29 Ord 29 

Gratomentty Pot May ot Ged May 27 

y 27 

Sraatin, ok: — sq, Doctor High 
a 6 Ord 

our, Kendal, W Westmorland, Architect AKendal 

p Ag So 

Barnet, Butcher Barnet Pet May‘ 

Vann iter 8” savant, spomene, Electrician 
Manchester Pet Ma > 

vas Apal't Oot Herne Bar, Kent, Solicitor Canterbury 


Wesmnieas aun —» Leybourne Paddocks. 
West Malling, Farmer Maidstone Pet May 28 Ord 


May 
Wasoo, Hi Here, Paty ed Warwick, Cycle Maker Coventry 
Waicart, Bowano, our, ppttatery, Printer 
High Court Pet March 16 ona May 23 
Amended a shied for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 1: 


warren 


Mipptrvick, Moris, Mansfield, Notts, Jeweller Sheffield 
Pet April 28 


April 28 Ord 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Arxixsox, W1it1am, Blackhill, Durham, Building Inspector 

June 10 at 11 Of Rec, 80, Mosley st, N. woe So 
Bapoer, Faepesio Witt1a™. Mon, Printer's 
June 10 at il Off Reo, 144, Commercial st, 


ewport, Mon 
Binouam, Joun James, Deal, Confectioner June 12 at 10.30 
of , 68a, Castle st, Canterbu' 
Brewis, Tuomas 8., Teas & Coal Merchant 
June 11 at 12 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Bayay, Gronce Anrer, ‘otts, Portable Buildings 
ufacturer June ll at 2.30 . On Reo, 4, Castle pl, 


au’ Ourve Sussex, Monumental Mason 
‘Sane 11 at 10.18 On lca Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
Fancy Dra) June 11 at 


Cusgray, Lovursa, nao. & 
11 Off Reo, 4, Castle pl, Park st, N: 
Staffs, Ton Agent June 12 at 
tion st, Birmingham 


Coorgr, Tom, 
‘aim, Broughton Park. Salford, Merchant 
Manchester 


11,80 191, 

s 

“Jane 24at3 Of 

E.uisox, Jonx, @W R Works 
June ll at 12.30 Off 88, Regent circus, Swindon 

Sram, 2 phetnty Eaton Bishop, Hereford, Farmer June 
10 at 12 2, Offa st, Hereford 

Fararax, Ev Manor, nr big ae 12 at 3 

Off Rec, Red House, Duncombe 

Foor, Myer, Alfred st, Bow, General Tay , a ll atl 
Bankru; 

Gisdons, Percy 
132, 


rst 
, Aldershot, Grocer June 11 at 11.30 
York rd, Westminster 


Gisss, Eopert * ARTHUR Dennis, Lewisham, Iosurance 
June 12 at 11.39 182, York rd, Westminster 


Gums, B, New ri, Comment 20, Gaateay June 12 at 
G 3 Deptford, N ewspaper P Proprietor June 
SN, 
G meg ny ae rd, Wanlewerth Common, 
**Bailders’ Merchasits June 12 at 12 132, York rd, 
Westminster Bridge 
ST Jaana yell cnet, Derby .Plumber June 


H twats sn Market tavington, "Witte, Carpenter 

ARDING. ALTER, 

June 10 at 12.30 Off Reo, st, Bristol 

Hinsuey, soy ye Sy "Lyne, Lanes, 
Farmer June 17 at 2.30 ‘Of lee, Byrom st, Man- 


chester 
| Hors, See Angenene Palace st, Buckingham gate 
12 at 12 Carey st 


om poster, Coal Merchant 
June 11 at 12 Off Rec, 1 Berridge st, Leicester 
James, Jouw Evisua Bonn, Bristol, Builder June 10 at 
J J Seaton, a June 10 at 11.30 
on OuN : 
132, York rd, Westminster Bri 


Keswick & Sons, Joux, York, B June 12 at 3.30 
Off Reo, Hed House, Denscate y Se ork 
Worcester, 
Dl, Pn st, Sitiainee 





| Kinsy, Jonw Writ. 
tioner June 12 at 19 12 30 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


aa, 


BLOORGATEH STREET, 


FUND, LIMITED. 


_ESTA patstasasinsd in 1891. 


Bc 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS— LICENSED PROPERTY. 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


630 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have 


been cond 
supervision of the Scuseaen: 


under the direction and 








Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases o 


on application. 


or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sen 
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KitcnixG, Eaxrst, Kingston upon Hull, Plumber June 
Bs 11 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, 


Lonopotrom, Groncz Herpert, Halifax, Decorator June11 
at 10.45 County Court, Prescott st, Halifax 

Lucas, Joun Westiey, Durham, Cycle Dealer June 11 at 
3.15 Three Tuns Hotel, Durham 

McKenpaicx, Awyir, Wimpole st, Letter of Apartments 
June liati2 Bankruptcy bid igs. Carey st 

Marsnart, Coarntzus Joszpu, Old Kent rd, Tobacconist 
June liatil Bankruptcy bldgs, Cows 

Mason, Harner, Brighton, Proprietreas of Holiday Home 
June 11 at 10,30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Mxa.e, Scorr Stary, Coltishall, Norfolk, hotographer 
June 10 at 12 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Morrtox, Atpeat Epwarp, "Abersy — Builder F gy 
12at11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial’ st, N — 

Narry, Cuaries Srvakrr, Ameriland rd, i 
Shipping Agent June 15 at 11.30 132, "York rd, West- 
minster Bri 

Nowe, Bexsamix, Beeston Hill, Leeds, Glass Dealer 
June 11 at 11.30 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Patemax, Taytor, Melbourne, Leicester, Licensed Vic- 
tualler June 12at12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Pearce, Henry, Tankerton on Sea, Kent June 10 at 12.30 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Pearce, Soon Cheltenham, Coal Merchant June 13 at 
3.45 Coutny Court bidgs, Cheltenham 

Rose, James Henry, Brislington, Somerset, Outfitters’ 
Assistant June 10 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st 


Bristol 

Rosixsow, Wit.1am, Nottingham, Jeweller June 11 at 12 
Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Suapsisxy, M, Middlesex st, Cycle Dealer June 10 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

fuvaTuwaite, Tuomas, Newcastle on Tyne, Builder June 
10 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Srartiv, James, Hariey at, Cavendish sq, Doctor June 12 
atll Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 

Weseer, Franx Crane, Bristol, Goldemith June 12 at 
1230 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

beter 5 == Samurt, Leicester, Baker 

ff Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Wine "Faayx, St Stephen’s in Branwell, Cornwall, 
Farmer June l3at2 Off , Boscawen st, Truro 

Wortuinotos, Arraur Baytry, Leybourne ‘Paddocks, 
West Malling, Kent, Farmer June llatll 9, King 
st, Maidstone 

Waionr, Epwakrp Joun, Barge yd, de Printer 
June 12 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ArmitTaGe, Grrexwoop, Hamlet gdns, Ravensc-urt Park, 

Rog i Manufacturer’ Huddersfield Pet May 29 Ord 
y 29 

Artxkix, Samurt, Gt Haywood, nr Stafford, Butcher 
Stafford Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Baker, Atrrep Epwarp, Gieeete, — Frame Maker 
Gloucester Pet May 28 

Baker, Wittiam Cueistorner, Gt _ Baker 
Great Yarmouth Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

Bunogarp, Oxiver, Hove, Sussex, ‘Monumental Mason 
Brighton Pet May 28 Ord Ma: 

Catret,t, Watuace Henry, Lewi 
May 28 Ord May 28 

Cuarg, Henry Joux, Romford rd, Forest Gate, Essex, 
Builder High Court Pe} April 30 Ord May 30 

Cuassey, Epwaagp Wit1Am, Cave’s Farm, ty Somerset, 
Farmer Yeovil Pet May 28 Ord May 

Pearcy ALsert, Hereford, Furnituse D Dealer Here- 

ford Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Coompss Frank Huntepill, on Butcher Bridg- 
water Pet May 28 Ord May 

Ecuisox, Jonx, Swindon, hes Finisher Swindon Pet 
May 28 Ord May 28 

Gissons, Percy W, Dramamine Grocer Guildford 
May 8 Ord May 

Grey, Epcar phono! Maesteg, oom, Iron Founder Car- 
diff Pet May 28 May 28 

———- Witiiam, Small Heath, _— Baker Bir- 
mingham Pet May 28 Ord Ma: 

Groom, Emerson Forstex, New st, Bt Martin’s In, Map 
Publisher High Court Pet March 17 Ord May 30 

ey Brryarp Lasovucnesrr, Barcombe, Sussex Lewes 


June 12 at 3 


Id Greenwich Pet 
CoLiEy 


Pet 


bm 8 Ord May 30 
suélioms LLIaAM Matrurws, me Lines, Wheelwright 
Lincoln Pet May 28 Ord Ma: 
Kxrswicx, Epwarp, and Frayx 
York’ Pet May9 Ord May 29 
oa ArTaur Forss.i, Sherwood, om, Solicitor 
Nottingham Pet May 28 Ord May 
Luswe.ys, Garirrits, ey Me 
Neath and Aberavon P ay 30 Ord Ma: 
Lonasortom, Gronce Henrpeat, Halifax. 
Halifax Pet May 28 Ord May 28 
McBrrex, Tuomas, Folkestone, Dentist’s Assistant Canter- 
bury Pet May 30 Ord May 30 
mies, Daxsiet Bary, Coatham, cae, Yorks Middles- 
Pet April 27 Ord Ma: 
a, Baker 


ae... CHARLES Seuwes, 
Pet May 29 Ord Ma 

Maryson, RANK, Wor nn eet. Jeweller 

- ag ang a > Ord May 28 

‘oon, Gzonce, Cambridge, Draper Cambri Pet Ma 
12 Ord May 29 ge . 

Moors, Stantzx Harrer, Gt James st, Lisson grove, 
Drysalter High Court Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Nerpuam, Faeperick Wii, Balby, nr Doncaster, 
airdresser Sheffield Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Payyz, Hexry Ricaarpson, Penhallow, Pormnesbulce 
Cocawall, General Dealer Truro Pet May 29 Ord 
ay 29 

SLapg, Wass ny Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet 
May 29 Ord May 

shanguerts ome Fog Rugby, Bootmaker 
Cov Pet May 27 Ord May 

Warpiz, Water, Levenshulme, hatte Electrician 
M er Pet May 28 Ord Ma 28 

Werosee, Faanx Crane, Bristol, Gol th Bristol Pet 

May1 Ord May 30 


ae, York, Builders 


eq fate 


a 


Frome 


ae, 





Wixres, Extzanern Amewia, Eastbourne, aanane, 


Sussex Brighton Pet March 12 Ord May 


Amended notice substituted for that octane in the 
London Gazettee of April 28: 

Seatox, Caanies Epmuxp Atrarp, Knowle rd, Brixton, 
Commission Agent High Court Pet March 24 Ord 
April 24 

Amended notice substituted for that pees in the 
London Gazette of May 

Mipptewick, Moris, Mansfield, Notts, Pcie Sheffield 

Pet April 28 Ord April 28 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 26: 
Davis, Joux, Bloxwich, Grocer Walsall Pet May 20 
Ord May 20 


—— 


R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 

INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS ; payment by result. 

—Particulars on application, ly or by letter, at 2, 
Hare-court, Temple, 











A N old-established Assurance Company is 
prepared to give a selected number of educated 
young men (not under the age of 21) an opportunity of 
— ying, in their spare time, for important salaried out- 
oor appointments. The arrangements contemplated would 
not interfere a probationary period with present 
employment of candidates, at the same time it would enable 
them to add to their income.—Written applications, stating 
age and nature of present employment, will be treated in 
the strictest confidence, and should be made in the first 
instance to Box 88, c/o Hooper & Batty, Advertising Con- 
tractors, 15, Walbrook, London, E.C. 


OUSEHOLD FURNITURE AND 
EFFECTS. — Capital prices realized at Mesars. 
Giazize & Sons’ Auctions at Mousell’s Depository, Eliza- 
beth-street, Eaton-square. Goods purcbased outright if 
desired, a Knightsbridge, Hyde Park Corner, Estab- 
lished 1760. Tel. No. 2006 Victoria. 








1O INVESTORS, &c.—For Disposal, the 
Six Freehold Houses, Nos, 2, 4, 6, 8,10, and 12, Fair- 
field-road, Fairfield Estate, Crouch nd, London, N., let 
to substantial tenants on rising rentals; No, 12 is in hand 
and can be Sold for Occupation if desired ; each contain 
tbree large reception-rooms, seven noble bedrooms, good 
kitchens, and usual —— offices; price £7,000, or 
could be divided.—J. A, Morea & Co., Surveyors and 
Land Agents, 5 and 6, Clement’s-inn, Strand, London, 
W.C, Phone, 11969 Central. 


MAPLE 


& CO'S 
FAMOUS 
INLAID LINOLEUMS 


form a 


DURABLE 
HYGIENIC 
ECONOMICAL 


FLOOR COVERING 


for 
OFFICES VESTIBULES 
BOARD 


PUBLIC ROOMS 


Patterns and Estimates Free 


LARGEST STOCK IN THE 
WORLD 


Tottenham Court Road London 




















THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


ED temas mare ree ae 
Parchase Interests in Real and Pumened 
Property, Mint "Life “interests and Life Polides, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited, 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Capitalized. 
Cc. H. CLAYTON, 
¥. H. CLAYTON, 





Joint 





BRAND'S 
MEAT JUICE 
FOR INVALIDS. 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 
in Flasks, price 2/68. 


SOLD EVERYWHERE. 
BRAND & CO., Limited, MAYFAIR, W. 





OOLOGICAL GARDENS.— 

OPEN DAILY from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 
on Sundays, Fellows and Fellows’ Orders only. Mondsys, 
6d.; other days, 1s. Children, 6d. 


ere TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION.— _— 


The most 





inexpensive louse at o 

LIKE PORTRAIT MODELS of H.1.M. 

of GERMANY, T.M. the KING and QUEEN of ST OPATH 
and all the Crowned Heads of Europe. Delightful Music 
Tableaux Scenes, &c. Afternoon Teas. Children’s 
Admission 1s. ; “children under 12, 64. Open 10 till 10. 





7‘RANCO-BRITISH EXHIBITION, 1908, 
SHEPHERD'S BUSH, W. 
Main Entrance, Uxbridge-road, 
Entrance also from Wood-lane. 


THE GREATEST ? ee EVER HELD 
Open from 11 a. toll p.m. Admission 1 
SEASON. TICKETS. —For ladies or gentlemen, “a1 1s. 3 
for children under 12, 10s. 6d, 


AN UNPARALLELED SUCCESS. 


NOW OPEN.—The Fine Art Palace. The Pavillon of 
Applied Arts. The Halls of Liberal Arte. The Palaces of 
Textiles; Tne greatest Collection of Women’s Dress ever 
presented. Tue Great Machinery Halls, including every 
form of Eagineering and Shippmg and Transportation, 

The Palace of Women’s Wors. ‘The Halls of Various 
Industries, .The Halls of Chemical Industries. The 
Great Hails of Science and Education. The Australian 
Sg ag Pavilion, The Indian Governmert Pavillon, 
The New Zealand Government Pavillon. The French 

Colonial Pavillons. Grand Uoncerts, afternoon and even- 
ing, by four full Military Bands, Unparalleled Itlumina- 
tions of the Buildings and Gardens by a Million Electric 
Lamps. Indian Arena, To-day, at 3, 5, and 8 p.m. G. 
Kagenbeck’s —. Spectac' “Oar I Em- 
pire.” In the Stadi: ~ This Evening, at 10 p.m., 
Superb Firework gD Messrs, R ri, of Paris. 
Admission direct from -lane or Exhibition, 6d. to 3s, 





BXBISITION, EARL’S 
OURT, 


He GARIAN 
In the Empress Hall,—The Bostock Arena and Jungle, 


(Direction—Mr, Frank OC, tostock,) The only Exhibition 
of its kind in the World. Sensational Arenic Performances 
with Lions, Tigers, Bears, as, 
&c., at 2.30, 4.30, 7.40, 4. 9.30 p.m. Seats Is. to 34, 
The Jungle inclades one of the most interestiag Zoo- 
logical collections known, ‘‘ Consul the First’ At Home. 
Exhibition of the Sacrei Beasts. Free Rides for all. 
Fun Factory. American Attractions in galore. To cap 
the climax, *“ Tarsling.” Carnivora fed at 6.30 and 10.30 
p.m. Note.—The Jungle always open, Admission 6d, 
In the Queen’s Cuurt.—fhe Hungarian Ice Caverns, 
The New Chutes. Electric Launches. In Elysia, Toe 
Beautiful Summer Ballroom. Admission Free! Finest 
Dancing Floor in London. Urania Giant Cinemato- 
graph. Novelties of 1003, Auto-Rail. Ballooning, 
Avernus Wheel, Submarine, Helter-Skelter, Pharos 
Ha .oted Castle, Collins’ Mechanical Circus, ust Maze, 
and Flying Lady. Working Coal-mine, Exquisitely 
Nlaminated Gardens. Wet or Dry, HotorCold, Always — 
Attractive, 











